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ABSTRACT
The everyday life of 18th-century immigrant settlers in the Shenandoah Valley is
accessible today through analysis of their material objects. Personal aspects o f life, such
as religion, ethnicity, and identity, are manifested in the items once possessed by the
settlers.
Using contextual archaeology as a theoretical framework to study material culture
provides a more personal account from the data, enabling a more complete picture o f 18thcentury life in the Shenandoah Valley.
To determine how religion, ethnicity, and identity are manifested in the material
culture, comparative analysis was conducted on artifact assemblages from two sites
within the community at Opequon Creek in Frederick County, Virginia. One site was the
farmstead of German immigrant Stephen Hotsinpeller. Phase II excavations recovered
artifacts from the household of Scotch-Irish immigrant James Vance.
Through archaeological excavations, archival research, and historical
documentation, a proper context was developed in which to investigate the questions of
religion, ethnicity, and identity. The settlers at Opequon were simultaneously establishing
a community and building an economy through trade and social networks. The
importance of family and agricultural success is reflected in the artifacts and documents.
Although difficult to properly interpret through the archaeological record alone,
religion, ethnicity, and identity are revealed through architectural remains, church
cemeteries, household consumer choices, and the use of public and private spaces. The
potential for future archaeological research in the community is virtually unlimited. With
larger data sets and additional research, the community can be placed within a broader
context of settlements in the Shenandoah Valley, immigration from Europe, and
consumption in colonial markets.

THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF OPEQUON CREEK

INTRODUCTION

This work is the culmination o f research into 18th-century immigrant settlements
around Opequon Creek, Frederick County, Virginia, and associated Phase II
investigations. Archival and secondary source research began in the second semester of
my course year at the College o f William and Mary. Fieldwork was conducted June 7-9,
2004, at one of two early settlement sites investigated in this work. Analysis was then
conducted on artifact assemblages from both sites.
Significant settlement into the Shenandoah Valley began in 1732 with German,
Scotch-Irish, English, Welsh, and Swiss immigrants and enslaved Africans traveling from
southeast Pennsylvania and New Jersey. This report focuses on the mostly southern and
western German and northern Ireland (Scotch-Irish descent) immigrants who were among
the 16 families led by German Jost Hite to Opequon Creek, establishing one of the first
multi-ethnic and multi-economic communities west o f the Blue Ridge Mountains. This
investigation spans the time period o f these original settlers and continues into the second
and third generations, ending ca. 1820. The large time range is necessary due to the date
range assigned to the artifacts; it becomes difficult archaeologically to separate
households into specific generations.
Understanding life in the early Shenandoah Valley requires analysis beyond pure
archival research or archaeological excavations. This work focuses on aspects o f daily life
that are not easily discernible through these sources. Expressions o f religion,
2

3

ethnicity, and identity are inherent within the material culture o f the settlers at Opequon
Creek, and can be determined using modern definitions o f historical archaeology and
material culture, within a contextual framework. It is essential to broaden research
through a variety o f historical and archaeological sources. Primary documents such as
probate inventories, wills, and deeds were consulted for a historical context, while
secondary sources from past and contemporary researchers provided commentary on
comparable archaeological sites and theoretical paradigms.
The Phase II fieldwork is a continuation o f the Phase I archaeological survey
conducted in late 1990 and early 1991 by a survey team led by Dr. Warren Hofstra and
Dr. Clarence Geier. Both sites investigated in this work were first identified through this
survey. Artifact assemblages from a previous Phase II survey of a German farmstead
belonging to Stephen Hotsinpeller were used in this current research project. I conducted
Phase II shovel testing within the project area, at the remains of the farmstead o f ScotchIrish immigrant James Vance and his family. A mid- 18th- to early 19th- century
occupation range was assigned to this property.
Goals for the Phase II fieldwork at the Vance site included identification of the
site stratigraphy, evaluation o f potential eligibility for the National Register of Historic
Places, and accumulation of additional information on 18th-century settlers for
comparative analysis. In addition to fieldwork investigations, analysis was conducted on
both assemblages. Goals for the artifact analysis were identification of artifacts
associated with the Vance and Hotsinpeller sites and identification of ethnic and religious
symbols within their material culture.

4

The synthesis of archaeological fieldwork, historical research, artifact analysis,
and secondary source commentary will allow a more complete picture of 18th-century
immigrant life and material culture in the Shenandoah Valley, building on past research
and incorporating current investigations. The results show that, analyzed within the
proper historical context, evidence of religion, ethnicity, and identity is present within the
material culture of the settlers. The artifacts reveal the level of consumerism and
acculturation within the community while historical documents show ethnic and social
networking. The determinations of religious and ethnic identity within the material
culture are tenuous. However, these aspects motivated their everyday lives, which were
revealed through archaeological and historical sources. Additional investigations into the
lives and material culture o f the settlers will provide not only larger data sets, but also
opportunities for increased local awareness of the early history and archaeology of
Opequon Creek.

CHAPTER I
GEOGRAPHICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUNDS

Primary and secondary sources were utilized for establishing a proper context in
which to evaluate religion, ethnicity, and identity within material culture. Wills, deeds,
and probate inventories cited in this report are archived at the Frederick County
courthouse. Genealogical information and family maps were gathered from the archives
at Handley Library in Winchester, Virginia. A variety of secondary historical sources
revealed different aspects of Valley history. Historians Albert Faust {The German
Element in the United States, 1909), Hermann Schuricht {History o f the German Element
in Virginia, 1898), and Samuel Kercheval {A History o f the Valley ofVirginia, 1925)
published books on Germans in the Shenandoah Valley. Although biased in their ethnic
insights, these books are valuable sources on life, tradition, and culture in the Valley. A
similar source regarding the Scotch-Irish in the Valley was provided by James Leybum in
The Scotch-Irish: A Social History (1962). Modem researchers on Valley history include
Warren Hofstra, Donald Linebaugh, Richard MacMaster, Edward Chappell, and Audrey
Homing. Local historians have also published works, including Wilmer Kerns, Langdon
Gordon, and Marial Kalbian. Archaeological site reports revealed prehistoric background
information and contemporary archaeological research in Frederick County.
An important precursor to the history o f the Opequon Creek settlement is an

5
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examination o f environmental settings and prehistoric contexts. Crucial to our
understanding of colonial migration and settlement in the Valley is land formation and
pre-European land usage. Soil profiles provide technical yet important background to this
thesis, as understanding the matrix in which the artifacts were recovered is critical for
conservation and future excavation designs. Information on geography and prehistory is
typically included within field reports in cultural resource management; this report can
also serve in a similar capacity.
Landscape is both a physical and cultural phenomenon. It encompasses natural
resources, waterways, and soil stratigraphy. It also speaks to how past human activities
were affected by the landscape, and how people modified their surroundings. To
understand the process o f settlement on the land, one must first look at the land itself and
understand the processes by which it was first formed, through water, soil, and human
activity. The physical landscape is also a reflection of the cultural landscape, an
expression o f how settlers saw the land around them.
The Shenandoah Valley is the largest of the small river valleys that constitute the
Great Valley of Virginia. The Allegheny Mountains lie to the west, and the Blue Ridge to
the east. Frederick County encompasses approximately 430 square miles of mostly rural
or residential land. Although Frederick County is the northernmost county in Virginia, it
is located at the lower end of the Shenandoah Valley (Figure 1). The Shenandoah River
runs south to north, emptying into the Potomac River. It is one of the major rivers that
drain the Valley, along with the James River, totaling more than 100 miles. The Opequon
Creek is a tributary of the Potomac River.
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Figure 1 Commonwealth of Virginia with Frederick County Inset
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Soil formation is dependent on several factors, including time, parent material,
and climate. But most crucial to this discussion are biological factors. Plants and animals
helped shape the landscape as did usage by Indians and Europeans. As settlements grew,
new uses o f the land impacted soil formation, which was affected by increased runoff,
erosion, and overgrazing, as well as the introduction of new species to the land. All of
these factors, combined with modem agricultural practices and development, helped to
change the landscape of the lower Valley into its present state.
Frederick County is considered to have ultisols, an order of soil classification that
is characteristic of warm, humid climates found in Virginia and the Tidewater, with well
developed yet acidic and somewhat infertile loamy soils. The project area (Figure 2) is
based on either shale or limestone bedrock. Most of the original settlers to Opequon,
including Stephen Hotsinpeller, chose to settle on limestone soils, which were better
drained and more fertile for farming and grazing. James Vance, however, a weaver by
trade, settled on shale soils. Although considered inferior for agriculture, rockier shale
soils were most likely better for flax production (Hofstra 1991:42).
Limestone soils are more fertile with developed bottomlands. The Stephen
Hotsinpeller property is classified as a Frederick-Poplimento loam with clay subsoils,
developing in residuum of limestone (Holmes and Wagner 1987: 26). These soils are
deep, sloped, and well developed. Surface runoff and erosion is a concern with these
fairly acidic soils, but the soil is fertile with a moderate organic content and easily tillable.
Current land use is similar to its historical usage as pastures, orchards, and woodlands,
with cultured crops or hay. Overgrazing can be a problem. Soil is rocky in uncleared
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wooded areas (Holmes and Wagner 1987: 26).
Shale soils drain poorly and lie shallow atop the bedrock, leaving the land more
vulnerable to erosion and drought. The James Vance property was surveyed as a WeikertBerks channery silt loam, developing in residuum of shale and siltstone (Holmes and
Wagner 1987:106). This soil type is prone to rapid surface runoff, with low fertility and
organic content. The soils are strongly acidic, which require fertilization. Land use
includes woodlands, pasture, and few crops or hay, but the soils are not suited for crops
due to drought and erosion.
The cultural landscape adds a different dimension to these physical aspects.
Landscape is both physical and cultural, modem and historical. Archaeologically, it is
both space and artifact. “Landscape is a physical artifact of culture” (Hofstra and Geier
1996:60). Landscape is the largest cultural artifact that researchers study. Yet landscape
encompasses not only the visible objects in the field, but also the dynamic aspects we
cannot see - the social relationships and processes of human interactions that helped
create, maintain, and change them. It is the “range of human relationships expressed in
the physical environment - as made, seen, experienced, understood, and imagined by
people both as individuals and as members of a larger society” (Lanier and Herman
1997:278).
A landscape ensemble can be viewed in a manner analogous to an archaeological
assemblage. They both deal with concrete things, houses or artifacts, and both deal with
the human processes associated with them (Lanier and Herman 1997: 280). This
archaeological approach to landscape studies views the objects in the field as an integral
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part o f an ever-changing human attempt to organize and understand their world. Studying
the landscape is not simply looking at a building and admiring it for its integrity and
significance; it involves recognizing the human agent present behind the built landscape.
Landscape regards both continuity and change. It is not a static entity like an
archaeological assemblage. Rather, the landscape and landscape archaeology embrace a
dynamic and active view of culture. It reflects the activities o f the settlers on the land, the
houses, the roads, the churches. Landscape archaeologists study inadvertent and
intentional change on the land through use, misuse, and neglect (Beaudry 1996: 491). The
land itself, how the settlers modified it, and adapted to it, were perhaps very different
from the old country. Yet the people who settled in the Valley had social relations and
obligations with people both within and outside o f their own ethnicity. It is possible to
discern both the public and private relations of the settlers through landscape studies. The
landscape, like material culture, is imbued with multiple meanings.
The present landscape o f the Shenandoah Valley was formed through thousands
of years of human activities and modifications to their surroundings. The Shenandoah
Valley had been occupied for around 10,000 years before the earliest European settlers
moved into the Valley. Archaeological sites in Frederick and neighboring counties have
been previously identified and 147 prehistoric sites were encountered within the Phase I
Opequon Creek survey. The prehistoric context for this region is divided into three
periods: Paleo-Indian (10,000-8,000 B.C.), Archaic (8,000-1,200 B.C.), and Woodland
(1,200 B.C.- A.D. 1600). The majority of sites in the vicinity of the Opequon are late
Archaic-Woodland sites. The Paleo-Indian period began around 10,000 B.C., with the
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habitation o f Indians in Virginia and the Valley. Settlement models focus on floodplains
and high terraces near major rivers, such as the Shenandoah River (WMCAR 1991: 9).
Mobility was integral in this period. Groups of several families moved across the land
seasonally, gathering plants and nuts, and hunting big game like mastodons. Native stone
tools - Clovis and Dalton spear points, knives, and scrapers - are the only aspects of their
material culture surviving. The characteristic material of this period is yellow jasper
(Geier and Hofstra 1991: 26). However, no Paleo-Indian resources have been found in
Frederick County, although a component was identified on a site in neighboring Clarke
County (WMCAR 1991:9).
The Archaic period encompassed events occurring 8,000-1,200 B.C. While
Archaic sites are situated in similar environments as in the Paleo-Indian period floodplains and terraces away from smaller tributaries - there were major cultural changes
that occurred. A changing environment brought more vegetation to the landscape, which,
together with increasing knowledge of plants, led to a greater food surplus. A more
sedentary lifestyle developed in this period, which also saw the production o f more
sophisticated tools. The atl-atl was the new tool of this period and was also used into the
Woodland period. The weapon was more forceful and covered greater distances than the
Paleo-Indian spear. Large glacially-adapted animals were now extinct, and the new
version o f the spear was ideal for smaller game like turkey and deer. Fishing by weir and
sunken nets was also introduced in the Archaic period, evidenced by net sinkers.
Soapstone bowls were manufactured toward the end of this period (Geier and Hofstra
1991:28), which also saw the beginning of crop cultivation.
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The Woodland period predated historic contact, from 1,200 B.C. to an arbitrary
ending around A.D. 1600, when European goods began to be included in native
assemblages. People of this period settled in smaller villages closer to the inner floodplain
and incorporated burial mound complex traditions. The Late Woodland period saw the
growth o f larger villages and established trade (Geier and Hofstra 1991:30). The bow and
arrow replaced the atl-atl for more efficient hunting. Pottery production began in the
Middle Woodland period. Crop cultivation, which began in the late Archaic period,
continued with com, beans, and squash. Archaic period tools were present in Woodland
lithic tool kits, but celts were now more durable than earlier equivalents. In addition, bone
awls, stone drills, and pipes have all been recovered from sites o f this period.
The Shenandoah Valley was uninhabited by natives o f the Woodland culture at
the time o f historic contact. The last identified native group lived in the Lower (northern)
Valley, but no evidence of European contact or trade is evident in artifact assemblages
(Geier and Hofstra 1991:32). The Shenandoah Valley was vacated in the intervening
years between native culture and European exploration and settlement.
As early European exploration of the Valley shows, this region had a precedent of
ethnic diversity. Settlement at Opequon Creek fits within the larger migration wave from
the northern colonies. Specifically, German immigrant and land speculator Jost Hite was
instmmental in establishing a community at Opequon Creek. Original settlers ScotchIrish James Vance and German Stephen Hotsinpeller also established families and
farmsteads within this community.
The Shenandoah Valley was known to Europeans explorers beginning in the early
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17th-century. In 1632, Frenchman Samuel Champlain published a map o f America that
included the Valley and mountains. Although he never saw the region himself, it is
thought that his information was gained through exploration of the Valley by Jesuit
missionaries in the first decade o f the century (Kerns 1995:1). A German physician and
explorer, John Lederer, recorded his 1670 expeditions from Williamsburg to the Blue
Ridge in Virginia and the Carolinas, but is not credited with actually crossing the
mountain range into the Valley. In 1707, Swiss immigrant Louis Michel left Annapolis
and entered the lower Shenandoah from present-day Harper’s Ferry, West Virginia
(Kerns1995: 2). He mapped the river basin, showing the Shenandoah and Potomac
Rivers, and the Allegheny and Massanutten Mountains, but did not include Opequon
Creek. He indicated Massanutten as the “Mountains of the Cenuntua,” which may be an
early reference to the name Shenandoah (Kerns 1995:1).
The fertile land west of the Blue Ridge was ideal for settlement, and a logical
extension of the migration settlement pattern that stretched southward from southeastern
Pennsylvania through western Maryland. At that time, Virginia west of the Tidewater
was uninhabited by European-Americans, and was truly a frontier. Western Virginia in
the 18th-century was a region with a primitive landscape, wildlife, and threatened by
natives. Virginia is celebrated as the birthplace of many founding fathers and historical
events which shaped our present nation, but lesser attention is given to the non-English
frontier settlements. The inhabitants of the Valley region helped to shape the character of
Virginia; settlement in the Valley was characterized by factors such as tobacco, French
colonial settlements, and the native presence.

15

Tobacco is an inescapable factor in the colonial history of Virginia. The shores of
the colony soon reflected the wealth produced by the tobacco industry. After the
international tobacco market collapsed during the late 17th-century, Virginia’s tobacco
economy began to recover in the first quarter o f the following century (Hofstra 1997:65).
Once again, Virginia was dependent on its cash crop. Tobacco was part o f the circle of
wealth, society, and economics. It was a way o f life and high priority for colonial
planters.
Another factor was the threat o f the French and their settlements in the Ohio and
Mississippi Valleys. Although on the western side of the Appalachian Mountains, the
French were literally too close for the comfort of wealthy Virginians. An invasion into
Virginia’s territory was a very real possibility. Not only could the French expand their
territory into Virginia’s unprotected and unsettled western frontier, but also they could
threaten its tobacco economy. Settled communities on the frontier acted as a buffer
between the French colonists and the established Anglo-Virginian Tidewater. A
generation after initial settlement in the Valley, the French presence was still a major
factor for daily backcountry life. The expanding Tidewater colony and immigrant settlers
led to a more prominent British presence in the area. Add to that the unsettled tensions
with France and her New World colony, and the outbreak of the French and Indian War in
1754 does not seem so unexpected (Kerns 1995:9).
The natives also influenced European settlement into the Valley which they had
previously occupied for more than 10,000 years. Their general absence in the century or
so prior to settlement left little impact on the land that survived until the time of European
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settlement. The land was uninhabited, allowing for more dispersed settlement on the land
when the settlers finally arrived. Indians during the early phase of settlement were either
traveling through the area, or later, raiding as part of the French and Indian War (Hofstra
1996:211).
With these factors influencing a remote and unsettled frontier, the British colonial
government found ways to lessen the threat and increase both population and revenue.
Land policy and speculation in the Virginia colony were instrumental in promoting
growth into the backcountry. Virginia governors also took advantage o f the increasing
number of immigrants to further this growth. Initial land grants like Hite’s were received
from Virginia Governor William Gooch who was eager to settle the land rather than lose
it to Thomas, Lord Fairfax, Proprietor of the Northern Neck. Lord Fairfax’s land agent,
Robert “King” Carter, later granted land east of the Opequon community to mostly
English families from Tidewater Virginia (Kalbian 1999:2).
Immigrants continued to arrive in America and settle on the eastern seaboard,
from central (Germany) and northern (Ireland) Europe. There was much cause for
immigration in 18th-century Germany, particularly from southwestern Germany (the
Palatinate, Wurtemberg, Baden) and Switzerland (Faust 1969:53). Wars destroyed homes,
and resulted in famine and bankruptcy; religious persecution was fierce, and tyrants
oppressed their people (Faust 1969:60). When Queen Anne ascended the throne of
England in 1702, she recognized the plight of the Germans in aiding settlement in the
American colonies. Hite was one of these immigrants to Philadelphia through England.
By his arrival in the 1720s, Pennsylvania and the Delaware Valley were crowded with
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new arrivals, with Germans being more numerous in Pennsylvania than in the other
colonies (Faust 1969:148).
In 1716, Virginia Gov. Alexander Spotswood aided a German settlement in the
Piedmont, in present-day Spotsylvania county. Two years later, Spotswood led an
excursion across the Blue Ridge through Swift Run Gap in present-day Rockingham
County. His account of this journey also encouraged settlement, as word of the
governor’s expedition spread through the colonies and Europe (Kerns 1995:4). As a
result of the large land grants, the opportunity for land was better in Virginia, where there
was also more land available than in Pennsylvania. The possibility of selling off tracts of
land acquired through these grants also appealed to speculators and settlers, leading to
rapid growth in the land beyond colonial Tidewater Virginia (Hofstra 1991:38).
Hite was granted 140,000 acres, forty thousand acres of which was purchased
from John Van Meter, who had originally obtained his grant from Gov. Gooch in 1730
(Schuricht 1977:84). There was a stipulation that one family was required to settle per
1,000 acres of land. This was the only guideline for settlement in the Valley; there was no
order to found towns or erect buildings (Hofstra 1991:39). Therefore the only restrictions
to settlement were those imposed on the people by the landscape, which was favorable for
development. Any other restriction was imposed by the people themselves and their
notions o f tradition and ethnic identity.
The Scotch-Irish immigrants were also instrumental in settling the Valley. To
prevent further Irish revolts, James I of England continued the plantations in Ireland when
he began his reign in 1603. He gave land in the Ulster region o f Northern Ireland to
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English and Scottish Protestants. The following century brought more economic and
religious hardships, which encouraged emigration to America. Pennsylvania was
particularly inviting, Penn having sought not just German Quakers and persecuted
members o f other religious groups, but those o f other nationalities as well.
Initial settlement into the Valley began in 1732 with families from Pennsylvania
and New Jersey, including Quaker Alexander Ross, Morgan Bryan, and Jost Hite, moving
into the area. In the spring of 1732, Hite, his sons-in-law George Bowman, Jacob
Chrisman and Paul Froman, along with 16 German and Scotch-Irish families, began to
move into the Valley along Opequon Creek. Their settlement, near the location of an old
Indian trail, was one of the earliest known multi-ethnic settlements formed west of the
Blue Ridge (Geier and Hofstra 1991:94). This trail later developed into a wagon trail as
the community grew to participate in a market economy (Hofstra 1991: 41). These roads
joined the Opequon Creek as both a connector and divider of land. They reached between
farmsteads and connected all families to the developing community center, mills, and
ordinaries (Hofstra 1997:64).
The wagon/Indian trail, now Route 11, was the “Great Wagon Road to
Philadelphia” (Kalbian 1999:1). The area was then a part of Orange County, Virginia,
but by 1738, Frederick County was established, ending the need for travel to the distant
courthouse. In 1743, justices of the peace were established for Frederick County. Hite had
served as a justice as early as 1734 for Orange County. Both ethnic groups were involved
as justices and parish vestry. Winchester, originally known as Fredericks Town, was near
where several German families had settled as early as 1737 (Schuricht 1977:101). It was

19

established in 1744, but not chartered until 1752. Stephensburg, now Stephens City, was
founded in 1758 by Peter Stephens, who was one of the original families to travel with
Hite (Schuricht 1977:101).
Militia companies, critical against the Indian raids in 1756, provided opportunities
for ethnic mixing. Although the settlement was exposed on the frontier, the local
economy was strengthened in the wake o f the French and Indian War, which resulted in
improved roads to trade centers in Norfolk and Fredericksburg, expansion of Winchester,
and the establishment o f a town to the south, Stephens City (Kalbian 1999:3). By 1760,
there were 22 families on 33 tracts of land bordering Opequon Creek (Hofstra and Geier
1996:10). Agriculture was at the foundation o f the Opequon community, but now, with
improvements to roads and development in Winchester, farmers could participate in the
larger grain markets of cities on the east coast. By the turn of the 19th-century, mills were
constructed in various places along the creek, and stagecoaches ran to Philadelphia,
which aided the community’s economic growth (Hofstra and Geier 1996:12).
The basic units o f spatial organization at Opequon Creek were family farmsteads.
The farmsteads were dispersed over the land, not clustered, and represented “ordered
places of daily life from within” (Linebaugh 1998: 218). The community at Opequon
does not follow the typical migration pattern suggested by the popular images of crowded
ethnic enclaves as in 18th- and 19th-century New York City. Nor does it follow the ethnic
grouping pattern which developed at other Shenandoah Valley settlements, such as
Massanutten (Chappell 1986:40). The priority was to maximize the opportunities of the
new land and establish prosperous farmsteads. This goal was shared by all settlers, and
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did not coincide with the need to settle adjacent to neighbors who shared the same ethnic
or religious background. Historian Faust commented on the priorities o f the German
settlers: “As agriculturalists, their main achievement was to make the Valley of
Virginia...the richest farming country in the state” (Faust 1969:211). This desire was not
lost on any member o f the Opequon community.
In the early years of settlement, family-owned farmsteads formed the basis o f a
community, which existed in place of an organized town. There were ethnic differences,
but no ethnic clusters were established; a map composed by Hofstra and Geier reveals the
tracts of land owned by the early settlers at Opequon (Figure 3). Instead, the focus was
on the land and making use o f natural resources. The farmsteads were situated so as to
take advantage of the possibilities the new land offered, with consideration of the creek
being the main factor. With the frontier representing a new environment and different
social context, “they could attempt not only to recreate their culture but to reshape it”
(Foote 1855:648).
The initial housing for these earliest settlers were log cabins. Early Valley
historian Samuel Kercheval recalled that “the first houses erected by the primitive settler
were log cabins, with covers of split clapboards, and weight poles to keep them in place.
They were frequently seen with earthen floors; of if wood floors were used, they were
made of split puncheons, a little smoothed with the broad-axe” (Kercheval 1925:150).
Kercheval also recalled greater attention to other buildings on German farmsteads:
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Figure 3 Initial Settlement at Opequon (Source: Beyond the Blue Mountain,
Warren Hofstra and Clarence Geier, 1996)

He was sure to erect a fine large bam, before he built any other
dwelling-houses than his mde log cabin...Their dwelling-houses
were seldom raised more than a single story in height, with a
large cellar beneath; the chimney in the middle, with a very wide
fire-place in one end for the kitchen, in the other end a stove room...
(Kercheval 1925:151)
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Early dwellings emphasized sturdy shelter over makeshift accommodations.
Structures identified with early Scotch-Irish families generally reflect a different type of
dwelling. “They erect a square building of poles, notched at the ends to keep them fast
together...The chimney a pile o f stones...” (Leybum 1962:259). None o f these first
structures survived the historic period. Some earlier houses were entombed within more
modem structures. Undoubtedly others were tom down or altered as the area became
more prosperous and people participated within popular trends. Kercheval went on to say
that “a few framed and stone buildings were erected previous to the war o f the
revolution”(Kercheval 1925:153). In addition to this historical documentation o f early
housing, archaeological investigations provide information on structures no longer
standing.
Aspects of life at Opequon were not always characteristic of settlement in other
parts o f the Valley. One such settlement, Smith’s Creek in Shenandoah County, studied
by researcher Richard MacMaster, saw early settlers utilize the services o f any itinerant
minister for religious services. Also, MacMaster stated that, while different ethnic
neighbors lived close to each other within the community, “ smaller groupings o f people
o f the same ethnic or religious heritage” were more common (MacMaster 1997: 91).
Even architectural historian Edward Chappell stated that the common practice among
German immigrants in the 18th-century was to group into ethnic enclaves to promote the
survival o f ethnic identity (Chappell 1986: 40). Although this did not take place at
Opequon, ethnic identity continued to manifest itself through domestic spheres, religion,
and inheritance patterns. Historian Schuricht commented on this ethnic diversity, stating
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that “the old mother colony was from the very beginning in its character cosmopolitan,
only founded by English enterprise” (Schuricht 1977:44).
The Opequon community was both interdependent and individually selfsufficient. Yet “independence did not imply a desire to live apart from the social contacts
o f community” (Foote 1855:648). The Germans and Scotch-Irish had different ethnic
adaptations but they existed together within a community. There are both internal and
external symbols of culture (Linebaugh 1998: 210) or, public and private spheres.
Expression of identity existed on different levels, from congregations worshiping together
to single families expressing traditional values. Although difficult to trace
archaeologically, ethnic identity was present within the larger community. Religion, kin,
and language are private phenomena, and are not easily uncovered or seen in outward
expressions. But architecture, trade, buildings and landscape are external, an easily seen
and available extension o f the private sphere. When investigating expressions o f
ethnicity, one must see to what extent creolization, or the coming together o f diverse
traits to form new cultural traits, occurred within a family or over an entire settlement.
The focus is not the blind embrace of popular culture but an integration o f the dominant
culture into a minority culture. To understand ethnicity and identity within community
formation, we need to follow the “processes o f accommodation and adaptation” (Homing
2002:136). The Opequon Creek community is part o f the history o f the American frontier,
and it exemplifies the independence and integration that were needed to flourish in their
new land.
A community interdependent on all its parts required tolerance. There was a
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“common state o f sociability,’’(MacMaster 1997:81) which, despite background or
religion, saw one common factor: family. All new settlers were simply trying to survive
on the land; they seemed to recognize this need in other families as the Opequon Creek
community came together for trade and government. Conflict and violence occasionally
did mark relationships in the Valley, but did not overshadow the degree of
accommodation and dependence that characterized the Valley: “Residential mixing of
ethnic and religious groups influenced attitudes o f tolerance” (MacMaster 1997:84). The
interspersed nature of the Opequon community makes this settlement ideal for evaluating
behavior of ethnicity, tolerance, and community cohesion.
Sharing a similar language among settlers in a foreign land offered a degree of
comfort and commonality. But religion was also “an important cultural tradition that
bound the German settlers” (Linebaugh 1998: 204). It may have outweighed the need for
common language or nationalism as a way to organize people on the land or provided a
reason to gather socially. Religion, perhaps more so than language, was a tenet o f German
ethnic identity throughout the process of integration or creolization. The Germans had no
organized meeting house in the early years, but were married and baptized by a Lutheran
itinerant minister, John Casper Stover, Jr., who was not associated with the Scotch-Irish
population. German Calvinist Reformed (1759), and Grace Lutheran (1759-62) churches
had burying grounds near three other Winchester cemeteries: Mount Hebron, Stonewall,
and National.
Almost all of the Scotch-Irish families were associated with the Opequon
Presbyterian Church. Settlers worshiped in the Scotch-Irish reformed tradition in the first
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year o f their settlement, but it was several years later that the first o f four structures was
built on land deeded to the church by Scotch-Irish immigrant William Hoge. The
majority of the people buried were members of the congregation. The oldest grave is that
o f a Scotch-Irish immigrant, Mary Wilson, who died in 1742 (Gordon 1984:12). Several
German immigrants, including Jost Hite and his second wife, and later immigrants, the
Beemers, were buried in the cemeteries surrounding the meeting house (Gordon
1984:17). The Opequon Presbyterian Church is believed to be one o f the oldest
Presbyterian congregations west o f the Blue Ridge (Gordon 1984:5). This statement is
affirmed on the stationeiy o f the Opequon Presbyterian Church, celebrating its status as
the “Mother Church of the Valley.”
Other established churches in the area include the Hopewell Friends Meeting
House, constructed in 1734 by the Quakers who journeyed with Alexander Ross. Three
Methodist churches were established around 1775 in the Winchester vicinity. Other
established congregations were German Evangelical United Brethren, Baptist, and
Lutheran (Kalbian 1999:200).
Despite varying languages, traditions, and ways of life, ethnic groups at Opequon
were bound by the same values: family, ethnicity, land, and religion (Hofstra, 1990:440).
Strong religious or ethnic convictions were not the main bonds which held a group
together, as did family. All ethnic groups desired success on the new land and the
“perpetuation o f the family on the land” (Hofstra 1997:70). Family considerations defined
marriages, inheritance, and religious association. The connection of family to ethnicity
can be seen in inheritance and marriage practices of the German settlers. Only one
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marriage at Opequon between a German and Scotch-Irish is documented within the first
generation (Hofstra 1997:67).
However, relationships were also made outside of the family or ethnicity. Settlers
recognized the need for community support due to their isolation on the Virginia frontier.
Trade was a mechanism that not only facilitated interaction between German and ScotchIrish ethnic groups, but also strengthened the economy of an isolated and independent
community. Wills of the early settlers reflect this fact, as many executors or witnesses
were members o f a different ethnicity.
Yet the fluid nature of life in a multi-ethnic community revealed itself through
changes after the Revolutionary War. The period of initial settlement was over and
families had been established on the land for more than two generations. Land was not
the outward sign of family continuity and community. It became another commodity
within the economy of Opequon, as the second and third generations of the original
settlers began to move away (Hofstra 1990:444). Winchester no longer represented a new
town on the fertile frontier. Instead, it was now the gateway for travel to Kentucky and
Tennessee.
Two of the original families who established farmsteads at Opequon were the
Vances and the Hotsinpellers. They were active in the community; records show that the
second and third generations also lived at Opequon. Archaeological and historical
research reveal details of space, architecture, family identity, and consumerism.
The James Vance homestead is located on two tracts of land of shale bedrock, on
an upland terrace approximately 300 feet from Opequon Creek. It is defined to the north
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and south by streams branching off from Opequon Creek. A limestone foundation is the
only remainder of an earlier building, on the heavily overgrown terrace with small trees,
brush, and poison ivy. The bottomland o f the northern perennial stream is marshy
floodplain.
There are two additional landmarks on the original Vance property. One is a mid19th-century two-story house with additions, called Carysbrook. There are ruins o f
various outbuildings, including bams and a well/cistem. The house is frame with stone
and brick foundations. The structure is in deteriorated condition, with more collapsed
structures and overgrown foliage present since the 1990-91 Opequon Creek survey. The
house had previously been architecturally documented, and only a visual survey was
conducted. There is also a complex o f roadways around the house, which descend into the
ravine bottomland. It is not believed that there is a direct familial relationship with the
Vance family.
The second landmark in the same vicinity is the Carysbrook redoubt (44FK66), a
Union army earthworks constructed in the fall o f 1864. The redoubt was surveyed during
the 1990 reconnaissance, and in recent years has been the subject o f additional shovel
testing, metal detecting, and unit excavations by the Mary Washington College Center for
Historic Preservation. The redoubt is located just northwest of the main house structure
o f Carysbrook.
James Vance was a Scotch-Irish immigrant and one o f the early settlers at
Opequon. His immediate and extended family emigrated as a larger kin group, arriving
with his wife’s family, the Glasses. It is recorded in the Glass family tree that Elizabeth’s
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parents, Samuel and Mary Gamble Glass, were “advanced in life when they came from
Ireland in 1735 with children and grandchildren” (Stewart Bell Jr. Archives). James and
Elizabeth were married in Ireland and had five children bom between 1740 and 1752:
Samuel, Mary, William, Sarah, and James David, who was bom after his father’s death in
1751 (Stewart Bell Jr. Archives).
The original Vance family farmstead was apparently vacated by the time of the
construction o f Carysbrook and the Civil War redoubt. James Vance owned two tracts of
land, and divided this into two plantations for his sons in his will. He bought 108 acres
from Jost Hite on November 26, 1742, and an additional 108 acres from Lord Fairfax,
which adjoined his other parcel (Frederick County Deed book 7: 46). James paid Hite for
108 acres of land “on the north side o f Opequon Creek” (Frederick County Deed book 7:
46). His other parcel o f land was east of the property just established, conferred by Lord
Fairfax as “a certain tract of waste and ungranted land joining where he lives”. Both tracts
were laid out in reference to natural landmarks - trees and Opequon Creek. The purchase
under the Fairfax land grant secured all rights to the land except for one-third of any
metal ore that might have been on the property. The yearly rent fee o f one shilling per
fifty acres was to be paid on the feast day o f St. Michael the Archangel (March 25).
However, if he could not pay the rent fee for two years, it would “hold the same so as if
this grant had never passed” (Lovett).
Members of James’ blood family and in-laws also settled within the community.
His brother David lived on adjacent land, while Elizabeth’s brothers and parents lived
further to the west along the Opequon. It is recorded in 1752 that Elizabeth Vance
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bought 338 acres after her husband’s death. James’ two sisters also settled with their
husbands in the community. His brother-in-law Robert Glass had a tract of land
northwest o f James’ property. Elizabeth’s parents, Samuel and Mary Glass, settled
further to the west o f their son Robert. Considering that James’ siblings also settled in the
community, it is likely that they immigrated with their father, David Vance the elder.
James made out his will in February 1750, and lived another year and a half, for
his will was proved on November 12, 1751 (Frederick County Will book 1:495). In this
document, he provisioned for the schooling of his young children, Samuel, Mary,
William, and Sarah. He stated that the children and his wife Elizabeth were to continue to
live on the plantation until the children came o f age or Elizabeth remarried. After the
costs o f his funeral, debts, and children’s schooling, he left half of his moveable estate to
Elizabeth, and a quarter each to his two daughters. He referenced both of his tracts of
land, the one from Hite and the other from Fairfax. His eldest son Samuel had first choice
o f the two plantations, with the other going to William when they were o f age. James
named Elizabeth, his brother William Vance, and his brother-in-law Robert Glass as
executors o f his estate. One o f the witnesses may have been his sister’s husband, John
Beckett. The guardians o f his will were his brother David and William Stephenson.
Elizabeth survived James by more than thirty years, raising five children and
never remarrying. She undoubtedly had support from her family and from the Vances,
now that she was a widow, a mother o f five children, and a property owner (Hofstra
1990:436). Elizabeth Vance wrote her will in 1781 and died in 1785. She bequeathed
the plantation to William, where he was currently living, which is odd, because his father
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already willed him that land. This land is probably a reference to the 338 acres she
purchased after James’ death. There are two previously unnamed slaves willed to her
children: James David was to have “my Negro man named Tom” and Sarah Vance
Gilkeson, “my Negro wench named Rose,” along with Rose’s bed, bed clothes and
spinning wheel (Frederick County Will book 5:110). The two slaves’ appraised value
totaled over half o f her estate value. She left three shares of her remaining estate to her
sons Samuel and William, and the other portion to her grandchildren and family
namesakes, James and Elizabeth Wilson. Elizabeth named her sons Samuel and William,
and her son-in-law John Gilkeson as executors o f her estate. She must have been
illiterate, as she marked her will and did not sign her name. The family owned books, and
Elizabeth’s husband and sons all signed their names on their respective wills. The
importance o f education was evident in the provisions made by James in his will, so it is
likely that Elizabeth was the only member o f the immediate Vance family who could not
write.
Historical documents show that the property was out of the Vance family
ownership by 1848 (Frederick County Deed book 76:462). A deed reference from 1914
mentioned a “dwelling house and other improvements” on the property (Frederick County
Deed Bookl 36:267). It can be assumed that a reference in 1914 to only one house on the
property on which both Carysbrook and the Vance farmstead were located would be to
Carysbrook, a structure which still stands today, although in deteriorated condition.
Stephen Hotsinpeller was also one o f the original Opequon settlers, arriving via
Philadelphia aboard the Mortonhouse in August 1728. His home site is located on one
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tract of land of limestone bedrock with Opequon Creek about 100 feet away.
Hotsinpeller purchased 450 acres from Hite in 1736, on which he farmed and established
his trade as a blacksmith. He also produced liquor and raw materials for textiles (Hofstra
1997:65).
His property was located in the western half o f the community. His neighbor to
the west was Scotch-Irish immigrant Robert Allen, who was one o f the appraisers for
Stephen’s estate. To the east was German John Poker, who was one of the witnesses to
Stephen’s will. Stephen and his wife Barbara raised a large family: five daughters and
two sons (Agnes, Mary, Anne Marie, Sarah, Susanna, Jacob and Stephen) who survived
through adulthood.
Stephen Hotsinpeller wrote his will on April 2, 1776, and died one month later, in
May 1776. He left for his wife Barbara livestock and furniture, as well as the plantation
during her widowhood only. When she died or remarried, the plantation was to be sold
and the profit divided among his children, grandchildren, and religious institutions.
Stephen mentioned his seven children, in addition to mentioning the “surviving heirs of
my daughters, Catherine Kerns and Elizabeth Heuver”(Frederick County Will Book
4:321). It is likely that two o f his daughters died after coming o f age. He later referenced
his surviving offspring, therefore children had predeceased him, and it is most likely these
two daughters, Catherine and Elizabeth. He mentioned one granddaughter, Rebecca
Baumgardner. He made his “beloved son”Jacob one o f the executors of his estate. His
son-in-law Valentine Switzer was named the other executor. Although named as beloved
of Stephen, Barbara was not named as executor. O f his estate, he left five pounds each to
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the Lutheran and Calvinist churches. Both Lutheran and Calvinist Reformed churches had
been established in the vicinity o f Winchester circa 1760.
Stephen’s will also provided an opportunity to comment on literacy and
cooperation between different ethnic groups. Stephen left his mark on his will, rather than
signing his name. He may have been illiterate, although there were books and a Bible
listed in his inventory. Perhaps his skill at speaking English was not great, since his will
was written out and notarized by a magistrate o f Scotch-Irish background. This also
explains why there were various spellings of his surname throughout (Hotzenbella,
Hotsenpeller) (Frederick County Will Book 4:321).
Stephen Hotsinpeller was most likely active in his religious community, as
evidenced by donations he made in his will to two religious institutions. He also traded
extensively in the community, as he was indebted to both German and Scotch-Irish
settlers at the time o f his death. His plantation was sold after Barbara’s death, eventually
going to the neighboring family, the Pokers (Frederick County Deed Book 3:1 ). There is
no record of Barbara’s will, probate inventory, or remarriage. She may have lived with
one o f her sons, both of whom were listed in later records as still residing at Opequon.

CHAPTER II
HISTORICAL AND THEORETICAL CONTEXTS

Just as there is a relationship among religion, ethnicity, and identity, so too is
there a special association among historical archaeology, material culture, and the broader
disciplines of history and anthropology. Before I can explore how this first relationship is
expressed in the material culture o f 18th-century life in the Shenandoah Valley, using the
Vance and Hotsinpeller assemblages, it is critical to review the nature o f historical
archaeology and its place within modem theory and practice, in addition to stating my
biases in the discipline.
I have always considered that history + anthropology = historical archaeology.
Although this is a gross simplification and may not show the uniqueness o f historical
archaeology as a separate discipline, this equation works to show the special relationship
between history and anthropology. In Flower dew Hundred (1993), James Deetz
addressed this historical/anthropological framework debate within historical archaeology.
Deetz stated that both perspectives are needed within the discipline, refuting Ivor Noel
Hume’s position that “archaeology is the handmaiden o f history” (Deetz 1993:12). We
should be seeking unification, integrating the two disciplines within our research. We
cannot lose sight of the importance o f this; we need to dispel the debate or the favoring of
one perspective over the other.
Contextual archaeology provides an ideal framework for the utilization of both
33
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disciplines within historical archaeology. This theoretical approach favors a return to
history, and views the material culture as texts to be read within individual settings.
The meaning of material culture often depends on the context of use
rather than solely on the context o f production or on the ‘author’.
Even more than a written text, material culture meanings embody
pragmatic and functional concerns. Text, rather than language, is thus
an appropriate metaphor for the dual nature o f material culture
(Hodder 1986:154)
Through the lens o f contextual archaeology, one sees the process o f returning the artifacts
to the contexts - the culture and behaviors - in which they once functioned.
Archaeology, by nature and definition, is in fact a sub-discipline o f anthropology one o f the four branches o f the study o f humankind. By implementing anthropological
archaeology, we can attempt to understand the humanness of the artifacts we study. This
is what distinguishes historical archaeology from strict historical research. Historical
archaeology is “a field o f inquiry that has so much to offer to the understanding o f our
human conditions” (Orser 2000:13). Analyzing the artifacts from an anthropological
perspective, we strive for connections and statements o f significance and human
understanding. We need help to move beyond excavations and analysis. We need to
return to a consideration and incorporation o f the principles o f our ‘mother discipline:’

We must essentially return to our anthropological roots to provide us
with a range o f methods for analyzing a culturally specific practice
of archaeology... A more traditional anthropological approach requires
only that we achieve the kind of understanding that we should demand
of ourselves in closely examining any cultural phenomenon that is not
our own.
(Amold-Scham 2001:186-187)
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Historical archaeology is specially connected with anthropology. As such, archaeologists
should apply to our interpretations that which anthropology imparts to us: a better
understanding of human nature and culture, which seeks a continuity from the past to the
present.
Historical archaeology also has a very special relationship with history, as both
disciplines share a common goal o f studying the past. It is not only perfectly acceptable
to utilize historical documents, but it is absolutely necessary. “Historical archaeology
occupies the enviable and problematic position o f confining itself to periods o f a national
past for which there are almost always extant primary written, visual, and even oral
sources” (Patten 1997:136). Historical archaeologists have at their disposal more data sets
than our prehistoric archaeology colleagues. We have the ‘luxury’ o f using the historical
record to fill in gaps and provide the basis for different areas o f investigation. Yet in
some ways the written records limit our interpretation of the site, especially if we are
investigating minority groups or the ‘subaltern.’ We must constantly declare that
dependence on historical documents is not a bad thing. Rather, it simply brings a different
dimension to our investigation. “Read together, the archaeological, documentary, and
architectural records reveal complex patterns. Each body o f evidence provides specific
insight” (Zierden 1996:193). The practice o f historical archaeology is always a reflexive
effort between the revelations o f the documentary evidence and the material culture.
Historical archaeologists, particularly when analyzing material culture, need not
make apologies for using all of these available resources, including historical documents
and oral folk tradition. For it is only by using all of these resources that the dichotomy of
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everyday life - the public and private spheres - can be fully understood. Architecture and
landscape studies analyze the public sphere, the face presented as an outside sign to the
rest o f the community. Yet that is only part o f the story. Archaeology allows for a more
complete picture o f the site studied, by investigating the domestic or private sphere. This
domestic sphere can be very different from the facade presented publicly in the form of
architecture and landscape. It is by comparing these two spheres, the internal and
external, and their associated data (architecture vs. archaeology) that will allow us to
comment on the processes of creolization and integration, the role o f tradition and the
maintenance o f religious and ethnic identity.
While it should seem rather obvious that historical archaeology (as well as history
and anthropology) cannot limit itself to just one perspective or one source, current theory
still reminds us o f this incorporation: “Our goal should be to construct a historical
archaeology that incorporates this concern for meaning [in material culture] into an
emically sensitive interpretive approach that embraces the kind o f flexible epistemology
required to foster interdisciplinary collaboration” (Mrozowskil996: 472). In other words,
we need to use different approaches in our studies to broaden our perspective of the past,
not narrow it. A clear understanding o f the cultural, historical, and archaeological
contexts o f our data results from “diverse intellectual and analytical frameworks” o f the
humanities and social sciences (Beaudry 1996:475). “Because each line of evidence
supplies biased and/or incomplete information, it is important to seek and assess as many
lines o f evidence as practicable” (Schiffer 1996:87). Put in terms of everyday life, one
would not buy a car without checking out several dealers for the best price. Nor would

37

one believe the office gossip without hearing the story from the source. A broad
perspective, open mind, and reflexive relationship with the data allows for the most
complete story to be told.
Utilization o f the historical documents brings us back to a familiar theme, and
another misconception we have to fight against with colleagues studying prehistoric
archaeology. Historical archaeology is NOT the study of ‘things we already know.” Still,
we run into the same types o f questions, like “why would anyone want to dig a mid
nineteenth-century site?” (Praetzellis 1999:127). We should not feel like we have to
justify the existence o f historical archaeology or excuse our use o f historical documents:

There are things that the documents do not tell us, and that in fact
there are document-based historical narratives that are downright
misleading... Furthermore, there are documents that seem to be
forgotten Until local social mstOfiatls and archaeologists
‘dig them up.’
(Church 2002:237)

For many early settlements and colonies, historical documents are not always available
or complete. Especially for the initial settlement years, archaeological data is critical in
complementing the written record and even providing evidence of lifeways simply not
captured by the historical narrative.
Historical archaeology relies on these two fields with which it shares a special
bond. It draws on anthropology for the theories and understandings o f human behavior
that are necessary to interpret the site and artifacts. It shares with history a desire to study
the past and provides future research questions. Historical archaeology uses the two fields
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to build itself as a distinct discipline that tells us more than we think we already know.
Drawing on these two disciplines, historical archaeologists are presently coming
to investigate global connections more closely. Nothing exists in isolation. Neither is
there a society that is not influenced by another. This fact is crucial to understanding the
historical component o f the sites we are investigating. Each site has a unique historical
context. Yet it also fits within broader contexts and global processes. “A contextual
archaeology that uses individual histories...can help us understand more fully the possible
motivations and perspectives o f human beings in the past” (Wilkie 2000:226). Focusing
on a specific site within a larger context also allows for information to be discerned about
individuals and their responses to the processes around them (Linebaugh 1998:2,16).
Life in the early Shenandoah Valley was investigated by addressing and synthesizing
information within site, regional, and worldwide contexts. The Vance and Hotsinpeller
sites are both unique, but both share a place in the history o f the Opequon Creek
community and the global processes o f immigration in the first half o f the 18th-century.
The global nature o f modem life and the archaeology of the modem world seek to
understand the individual or the local site history, while at the same time relating them to
broader experiences. “Historical archaeology is the understanding and interpretation of
individual agency within the world at all its scales” (Hall 2000:126). Drawing on its
relationship with history, historical archaeology is delving more into history. This concern
with history has shaped “the need to situate local experiences in contexts that illuminate
global connections” (Mrozowski 2000:xii).
Historical archaeology, as a multi- and inter- disciplinary field of research, firmly
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retains as its core definition the need to analyze artifacts. Historical archaeology is about
things. But before we can discuss the details o f German and Scotch-Irish material culture
at Opequon Creek, additional consideration into the nature o f material culture must take
place. The term implies a definition that simply pares down two words into one. Things
+ behavior = material culture does not catch all the nuances or variations of study within
the specialization o f material culture. Glassie stated that culture exists outside o f the
material world, and cannot be something material. “Culture is intellectual, rational, and
abstract.” It encompasses our thoughts, behavior, language, and style. But it is not
something tangible. However, the material object produced can be cultural (Glassie
1971:2). Thus, material culture involves the processes o f human behavior and learning
that resulted in the production o f goods. Additionally, it focuses on how these goods
were seen and used within a society or culture and how their definitions changed over
time. When historical archaeologists study material culture, they not only study the
artifact itself, but also the cultural processes with which it is associated. Thus we look at
the technology behind the ceramic sherd as well as its meaning in the context of the site,
family, and community.
Yet materials change over time, as do the meanings given and taken from the
objects. “Materials do not just reflect cultural beliefs but are used to create and confirm
cultural practice...artifacts are not only active but also fluid in meaning, depending upon
their social context” (Wilkie 2000:10). Material culture, the objects which surround
people in their lives, has different meanings to different people in different situations. The
power o f agency is implied with this perspective. “Artifacts are tools as well as signals,
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signs, and symbols. Their use and function are multiple and intertwined. Much o f their
meaning is subliminal and unconscious” (Kingery 1996:1). Looking for concrete ethnic or
religious markers can be a simplistic way o f devising a one-to-one correlation between
artifacts and identity. In reality, things and people are much more complicated and such
correlations do not actually exist. That is why it is better to view the entire archaeological
assemblage, including architecture and cemeteries, within their context for clues as to
how the artifacts were used in the creation, maintenance, and display o f multiple
identities( Wilkie 2000:12). The presentation o f the self in everyday life is hard to capture
archaeologically. The individual not only creates an image o f herself, but also constantly
changes and reinvents that image. Both created by others and self-imposed, identity is
relative to the person and the situation. That is why an individual has multiple identities
(Wilkie 2000:5) and why artifacts inherently have multiple meanings.
Artifact analysis needs to take into account both individuals and groups, through
the lens o f consumption and nonverbal communication. People create demand for
consumer goods. Which consumer goods are chosen can speak to how the consumer
identifies herself or which identity she chooses to project. This ‘consumer revolution’ is
an active force, driven by individuals and group choices, even in pre-colonial times. The
idea o f choice and demand prior to the Industrial Revolution is intrinsically tied to the
idea o f material culture, “making material things a universal language o f social
communication” (Carson 2001:2). Buying into the popular style at the time signified
belonging, an outward communication of wealth and status.
The precedent for the reflection o f status and style in material culture was the
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English settlements in Tidewater Virginia. From this we see trends in fashion, new
architectural styles, decorated interiors, and specialized furniture among the worlds of
gentility and manners. The majority o f the population could not participate in this
economy at the scale o f the gentry and colonial governors. Yet all people participated to
some extent, even in terms o f immigrant status. “However much pride individuals and
groups take in their ethnic heritage, most also want to feel that they belong to the nation
at large” (Carson 2001: 25). Artifacts reflect the cultural value o f their time period in
their style.“In any age, there are certain widely shared beliefs - assumptions, attitudes,
values - that are so obvious that they remain unstated” (Prown 1980:198). This unspoken
cultural meaning can be found in the artifacts by studying them in their proper context.
Analysis o f this type uses the artifacts to link individuals and households into broader
social, economic, and political contexts. Studying style and the changes in consumer
choices over time also allows us to mark the shift in cultural values held by certain ethnic
or religious groups, or the nation as a whole.
The settlement at Opequon provides a context in which to study tradition and
shifting style values. Different ethnic groups maintained their traditions and identities
while concomitantly participating in local trade and national consumer trends. Previous
research into the material culture o f both German and Scotch-Irish immigrants provides
the background context into which we can place the Opequon settlement, while at the
same time highlighting site specific and regional differences. When we find Chinese
porcelain among traditional, utilitarian earthenware in archaeological assemblages, we
see the processes o f consumption and creolization existing with the maintenance of ethnic

42

identity - German, Scotch-Irish, and African.
Donald Linebaugh’s research focused on the Germans in the Shenandoah Valley
beginning in the early 1800s. Although this time period is later than the settlement at
Opequon, the study helps to identify the German material culture in the early Valley.
“The extensive decorative arts o f the Germans present a wide range o f markers linked to
participation in German cultural traditions, while the presence o f American and English
material culture may document the degree o f participation in the larger economy o f Anglo
Virginia” (Linebaugh 1998:16). While the majority o f the artifact assemblage may be of
local coarse red earthenware, other ceramics, such as English ceramics which were
similar in decoration to the German, were also desirable. Studies have been done at other
German communities that suggest not so much a slower pace o f creolization, but more
“controlled acculturation” or rather an integration, o f a mainstream or foreign practice
into their own existing system (Linebaugh 1998:16):

The German element o f Virginia entered the new century much
weakened. The Indian massacres, the long years o f war, and the
emigration to the West, had reduced it in number, and the
anglicizing process had made much progress. During the War of
Independence the relations o f the two nationalities, the English
and the German, had become more intimate - the Germans had
been obliged to adopt and use the English language, and after
independence was gained, they felt themselves as much Americans
as the English descendants.
(Schuricht 1977:5)

A similar expression of integration is seen with architecture. Architecture is
perhaps the most visible aspect o f landscape and also a form o f symbolic communication.

43

It can hint at the values and identities o f the inhabitants, as it also shapes behavior in the
way space is divided in floor plans and layouts (Herman 1997:4). As Chappell suggested,
pressure for acculturation into the mainstream culture increased by 1800, so that the
German people removed the external expressions of their ethnic background (Chappell,
1986:28). It is then that we see the masking o f German cultural ideals to conform to the
dominant expressions. Yet he cautioned that this integration and acculturation do not
mean that German ethnic identity ceased to exist. Minor variations and entrenched
traditions, like motifs and dialect, continued to be present into the 19th-century, in
addition to the private manifestations within the domestic sphere (Chappell 1986: 42).
Thus, the typical German Flurkiichenhaus (hall-kitchen house) was modified to appear
more like an English I-house, but only on the facade. It changed from an asymmetrical
plan, 1 1 /2 -2 stories, internal chimneys, kitchen entry, stone/log construction with
limestone foundations to two-story structures, one room deep, two long, gable ends and
external chimneys characteristic o f the Valley (Chappell 1986:29, Glassie 1971:49).
However, other examples exist o f distinctive architecture within a community. Within the
North Carolina Piedmont, Quaker plan houses were built by members o f the Society of
Friends “who wanted a way to publicly identify themselves in a community”44(Robbins
2004:154). Thus, public expression in architecture was used to reinforce, introduce, and
perpetuate ideas o f identity and belonging. The Ulster architectural precedent was
exhibited in the houses of the Scotch-Irish in the Lower Valley. These houses were
dominantly rectangular, central hearth, lobby-entry structures.
Glassie also wrote on change in the middle to late 18lh-century, stating that as
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Tidewater culture had a greater influence on Valley houses at this time, “the houses are
predominantly o f the English I type brought over the Blue Ridge from the low country
west of the Chesapeake Bay” (Glassie 1971:75). Yet other German traditions were
carried from southeastern Pennsylvania, such as inlaid furniture and Fraktur (folk art
papers, usually house blessings). Glassie stated that it was this syncretism o f EnglishTidewater and Pennsylvania German-Scotch-Irish traditions that was characteristic o f the
Valley, for we see mostly English-derived houses of Chesapeake origin but with
Pennsylvania German bams and construction techniques (Glassie 1971:78). What we may
be looking at are not so much definitive ethnic markers, but local expressions of regional
or traditional styles (Homing 2002:133).
Several houses at the German settlement at Massanutten share similar cellar
constructions to that of the Hotsinpeller house. The technique of a stone barrel vault had
precedents in Pennsylvania and the Rheinland (Chappell 1986: 34). That is not to say that
every German settler built an exact Flurkuchenhaus, or that every Scotch-Irish household
lived in an I-house. It would be like asking a school group to draw a picture of an apple.
They will all be round, and red, but they will not be identical. Thus, the members of an
ethnic group may share common ideals, but the manifestation o f these ideals will show
considerable variation.
Comparative analysis o f the archaeological assemblages at German and ScotchIrish households can yield valuable information on the connection between religious and
ethnic identity and its expression in the material culture as a reflexive relationship. Early
architecture strongly reflects and gives indication of the ethnic identities of the occupants,
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but as the area grew more prosperous and new generations emerged, preference to
national, mainstream styles o f Georgian and Federal was reflected in later alterations to
the structures (Hofstra 1991:49).

CHAPTER III
PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS AND RESEARCH QUESTIONS

The Vance and Hotsinpeller sites were chosen for comparative analysis from
among the farmsteads o f the original settlers for several reasons. First, both sites had 18thcentury artifact yields. Many of the other sites contained 19th- and 20th-century
occupations which possibly damaged 18th-century deposits. The Vance site was
particularly promising because later activities did not occur on the immediate property.
Second, the sites were accessible for further archaeological testing. Some properties such
as the Joseph Glass house were located on private residential property, while other
structures were entombed within more modem buildings. Although the Hotsinpeller site
is located on farm land exhibiting usage similar to 18th-century activities, the house site is
near the Opequon and not seriously affected by modem agriculture. Additionally, the
Vance site, although vacant, is threatened by potential development. Third, the Phase I
survey on both properties revealed more intact soil deposits than most of the other sites.
Last, there are accessible historical documents available for both families, in addition to
comparable records for the other families o f the Opequon Creek community. Both sites
have only remnants of the original structures and were not included in Kalbian’s
architectural survey o f Frederick County.
There were several goals for the fieldwork at the Vance site. The first priority was
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to survey and map the immediate area o f the house foundation. This record would stand
for the missing information from the original survey. The second aim was to investigate
the temporal and spatial boundaries o f the site to determine the depositional integrity.
The limited nature o f this extended fieldwork session resulted in only a cursory
examination o f the archaeological potential o f the project area. However, the motivation
behind these concerns was to determine if the James Vance site satisfies criteria for the
National Register o f Historic Places (NRHP). This included assessing association with
regional and national events/processes. Although many of the sites in the Opequon
community would potentially be eligible for this honor, the Vance site is the one that is
most threatened by development. In addition to these questions o f site eligibility and
integrity, issues o f historical perspective were addressed. The focus o f this paper is the
relationship among religion, ethnicity and identity, and how this is expressed in the
material culture. In investigating these connections, specific questions and focus areas
emerge.
1. To what degree are religion and ethnicity expressed in the material culture?
How is identity seen in the artifacts? Although nearly elusive in the archaeological record,
conscious and subconscious manifestations o f religion and ethnicity are preserved in the
material culture of the settlers. The aim o f this research is to utilize proper contextual
information to read into 18th-century identity from the 21st-centuiy.
2. How do expressions o f ethnicity and religion differ in public versus private
spaces? By comparing visible architectural remains to land activities and use o f space,
one can see how both traditional values and contemporary trends existed simultaneously.
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Studying church records and grave markers provided information on religious identity.
3.

How did the initial isolation o f the settlement affect community formation and

social relations among the settlers? We know from historical records that immigrants did
not settle in ethnic clusters. Independent farmsteads emerged, yet none could exist
completely free from the community. Records o f debts indicate trading throughout the
entire community, not just with members of the same ethnicity or religion. Evidence of
their consumer choices is an integral part o f understanding how they expanded their
world beyond the community to participate in larger market economies.
Incorporating previous archaeology into this investigation allowed for a better
attempt at answering these questions, as well as providing a large amount of information
in a time-restricted process.
Beginning in the fall of 1990, and extending into the following spring, Warren
Hofstra and Clarence Geier led an archaeological survey o f the land around Opequon
Creek. This investigation covered a total o f 4,900 acres o f land and yielded 312 sites.
Prehistoric components numbered 147, historic 165. This Phase I survey was only
cursory in examining architectural details, as a more detailed examination was being
conducted then by local architectural historian Maral Kalbian. She published a book on
the history o f Frederick County through its surviving architecture; field records of the
architectural survey were filed at the Virginia Department o f Historic Resources (VDHR).
O f the 22 known tracts of land settled by the early immigrants, 13 produced
archaeological sites. Table 1 shows identified historical resources within the project areas
o f the Vance and Hotsinpeller properties.
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TABLE 1
HISTORICAL RESOURCES NEAR THE PROJECT AREA
Site Name

Site Number

Period

Location

Description

James Vance

44FK64

18th c.

Second terrace
above Creek

Residence

Carysbrook

44FK65

19th c.

Main hill above
Vance site

Residence and
Farmyard

Carysbrook
Redoubt

44FK66

Civil War

East of
Carysbrook

Earthworks

Civil War
Entrenchment

44FK66

Civil War

Adjacent to
Redoubt

Entrenchment

Carysbrook
Frame Structure

19th - 20th

North of
Carysbrook

Collapsed
frame structure

Carysbrook
Dump

19th - 20th

East o f Redoubt

Dump

18th- 19th

First terrace
above Creek

Residence

18th - early 19th

South of
Hotsinpeller site

Farm complex
and residence

Stephen
Hotsinpeller
John Poker

44FK162

The James Vance site was one o f the first sites to be identified, in December
1990. Forty-two judgmental shovel test pits (STPs) were placed in an area that was
overgrown with vines and poison ivy. The approximate site limit was estimated then to be
120 feet E/W by 60 feet N/S. The extent on the north side is limited by the creek terrace.
A limestone foundation was visible on the surface (Plate 1). Both prehistoric and historic
artifacts were recovered, all from the A horizon. Two pieces o f prehistoric materials,
bottle glass, stoneware, and coarse earthenware from the site were placed in the same bag,
with no attention to separate provenience.
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Plate 1 Overview of the James Vance site, looking east
from the south wall of the foundation.

Plate 2 Overview of the Stephen Hotsinpeller site, looking
southeast toward the Creek from the vaulted cellar remains.
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The Stephen Hotsinpeller site is on a floodplain with the Opequon 100 feet to the
east (Plate 2). Present land usage is as pasture. Evidence of a limestone foundation and
vaulted cellar remain. The cellar opened to the creek side. The house foundation indicated
a large 30' x 40' structure oriented with its long axis roughly perpendicular to the creek.
The Hotsinpeller site was initially identified and surveyed in March 1991 by the
Opequon Creek survey team. According to the site record form filed with the VDHR, 73
STPs were dug, with both prehistoric and 18th- and 19th- century artifacts recovered. One
artifact bag was filled with the recovered artifacts, mostly architectural (nails, window
glass), ceramics and glass, in addition to a coin button and iron axe head.
In July 1991, Clarence Geier and James Madison University (JMU) field school
students revisited the site for a long weekend o f Phase II shovel testing. A total o f 120
STPs was excavated at twenty foot intervals, and one test unit (TU) was placed near the
limestone foundation, which was mapped in plan and profile views (Figure 4).
Seventy-five percent o f these STPs were positive. They were dug in rocky, hardpacked silty loam soils, reaching no more than 10 inches below ground surface. The loose
dirt was trowel-sorted and not screen-sifted. A metal detector was also utilized in this
survey.
The artifacts were processed and stored with the rest of the Opequon Creek survey
artifacts in a basement at JMU and have not been handled since. Several problems rose
upon analyzing the artifacts from the Hotsinpeller Phase II. Only half of the artifacts from
the recorded positive tests were present. Information about the missing STP and TU
artifact bags was gained from the counts on the original STP forms. There were only a
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few discrepancies between the field paperwork and actual artifacts. Yet in other cases,
the paperwork was missing but the artifact bag was available. Twelve o f the artifact bags
have no provenience information.
The biggest area o f concern in analyzing the previous archaeology is the
discrepancy between the VDHR site form and the number o f artifacts in the Phase I bags.
STPs were placed on most of the identified sites, yet there is only one artifact bag per site.
Similarly, no detailed site maps were drawn, and there is no record of where the initial
STPs were placed. Yet these materials are valuable for this investigation; the research
design for the Vance site was modeled after the Phase II excavations at the Hotsinpeller
site.
With these concerns in mind, I conducted Phase II archaeological investigations at
the James Vance site on June 7-9, 2004, with the help of two volunteers, Barry and Alice
Vance, descendants of James’ son William Vance. Tasks included pedestrian
reconnaissance and subsurface testing, approximating the work done at the Stephen
Hotsinpeller property. Identified historic components are believed to relate to the Vance
family and possibly later occupation by a separate family through the 1830s. No
prehistoric sites were identified. The artifact assemblage consists o f mind 18th- to early
19th-century historic artifacts recovered from intact stratigraphic contexts. Artifacts
recovered from the Vance property were curated and catalogued. Both assemblages were
analyzed for information on the material culture of immigrant life in the early
Shenandoah Valley. The following sections present site description, methodology, and
results of the Phase II investigations at the James Vance site. Appendix A lists the
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inventory of artifacts recovered from both the Vance and Hotsinpeller Phase II
evaluations. Appendix B lists the artifact counts and statistical percentages from both
sites.
The James Vance site is situated on the second terrace upland from Opequon
Creek. Access is gained through a Jeep trail from the end o f a business park,
approximately one and a half miles to the site. The land is relatively flat from the parking
lot to Carysbrook, which sits atop the main hill. The final half mile slopes downhill from
Carysbrook toward the Vance site along the Opequon (Plate 3). Remnants of a road run
from along the Carysbrook property to the south of the Vance property, and end at the
creek.
Limestone rocks are visible on the surface as the remains of the 1730s structure
(Plate 4). Although scattered, it is possible to discern a line of foundation extending
approximately 22' E-W and 20' N-S. The true nature of the foundation will not reveal
itself until the area is further stripped and exposed. It is possible that the rocks were
scattered during demolition and removal of the stone house. The extra piles of stones in
the southeast comer of the foundation could be the remains of a stone chimney.
Although other houses at Opequon had their main facades facing the creek, I
propose that the front door and entryway into the Vance house faced toward the hill. A
private road for the Vance family ran up the hill, following closely the existing Jeep trail,
and connected with the old Valley Turnpike, which was the main road north to
Winchester or south to Stephens City. In 1947, members of the Vance family recorded
sites of the early settlement onto a copy of the 1885 Lake and Co. atlas of Frederick

55

Plate 3 Uphill from Vance site, from
front o f Carysbrook, facing east.

Plate 5 View uphill toward Carysbrook,
looking west from STP 1-1.

Plate 4 Limestone foundation of Vance
site, cleared of growth, facing northeast.

Plate 6 Marshy meadow area, looking
northeast from STP 8-1.

56

County (Figure 5). The map shows the location of Carysbrook, with reference to the
Vance stone dwelling (#9) and Vance’s Lane (#10), noted as “five miles south of the
courthouse in Winchester” (Gilkeson).
Considering these historical references, it is likely that the main facade faced
Vance’s Lane although this will not be made definite until further excavation can be
conducted. One explanation for the slight bulge of scattered limestone on the western
wall is that it could be remnants of a porch or stairs. A further consideration incorporates
the idea of public and private spheres. The public world ended where the private space of
the Vance family began, which would be at the front door of their house. Thus, their
public persona could be seen in the house facade, but it did not continue past this point,
around the house to the eastern side. This means that the family domestic activities were
kept private, blocked by the house facade. Their focus, on their family and their own land,
was then centered in the house and to the east, down the small rise and toward the creek.
It is also logical to think of this placement, since the road to the community and
Winchester was up this western hill. If we consider landscape archaeology studies, then
we must take into account agency behind architecture. This is also significant in terms of
family identity; they made a conscious effort to establish a boundary at their front facade
between their public community life and private domestic activities.
The house is situated on a knoll o f land between the creek and hill leading to
Carysbrook. The land slopes uphill on the west side of the structure (Plate 5). Further to
the east, the land begins to slope again toward the creek. The land to the south is also
relatively flat. To the north and northeast of the house is grassy marshland, slightly
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downhill (Plate 6). Continuing in this direction, one would hit the bend in the creek which
marked the end of James Vance’s one tract of land. The other tract was across the creek
to the east. To the north of the house is the perennial stream which feeds into Opequon
Creek This may have been the family’s primary water source due to the close proximity
and upstream nature of the brook. The creek appears to have eroded inward in recent
years. Other domestic plants were found in a channel on the western side o f the house,
which could also be a possible roadway connector, or path to their water source.
If the western wall was for the public view, and if their water source was to the
north, then two directions are left to consider for activity areas and placement of
outbuildings. By the small size and number o f the artifacts found to the east of the house,
down the hill, it appears to have been a dump area. Erosion and runoff would have
facilitated the movement of artifacts down the hill. The marshy nature of the land to the
northeast would deter heavy construction. So perhaps if the family had a privy, the
structure was in that direction, and the other outbuildings to the south.
Another line of limestone rocks was found approximately 24' south from the south
wall o f the house structure (Figure 6). Several domestic plants were also found in the
area. It is not known whether this represents a separate structure, a fence boundary, or
more limestone removal scatter. It may also be associated with a garden.
Soil appeared to be uniform across the site, with a hue of 10YR, a value of 3 or 4,
and a chroma of 2 to 6, silt loam. A typical soil profile had A horizon 0-8" and subsoil 812" below surface. There was a friable dark topsoil(10YR 3/2) which contained a fair
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amount of clay with some shale gravel. Most artifacts were encountered right above the
transition to subsoil. Subsoil (10 YR 6/6) was more yellow in color and more clay in
texture. There were also many small shale fragments present. There was not much
overlying humic layer as the honeysuckle, multi-flora rose, and poison ivy were quite
pervasive at ground level.Few organic disturbances such as worms were encountered.
Root growth was heavy, with numerous trees present, including walnut and osage orange.
STPs located in the marshy floodplain(5-8, 8-7, 8-9) exhibited different soil stratigraphy
(10YR 3/1 over 10YR 5/3) that is typical of an environment more prone to water
retention than the rest o f the site.
The property is believed to have been vacated by the Vance family after 1800. It is
not known whether another family occupied the residence or if it remained abandoned as
Carysbrook was occupied. The initial estimate from the artifacts indicates a mid- 18th- and
early 19th- century occupation.

FIELD METHODS
A pedestrian survey of the project area was conducted to obtain information on
landforms, topography, and extant historic structures. This was especially important since
maps of the site were not recorded nor published after the initial survey. Figure 7 shows
the location of the limestone foundation in relation to natural landforms, and the
placement of STPs and one test unit.
Systematic shovel testing was the primary method of recovering artifacts and
information related to the Vance property. A total of 42 STPs and one TU was excavated
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and screened through 1/4'1mesh in less than three days’ time. I was assisted for two of
these days by Barry and Alice Vance. Twenty-eight of the 42 test pits, or 66%, were
positive. The total number of artifacts recovered was 279. Shovel test pits were dug
according to a systematic grid that resulted in the determination o f the spatial boundaries
of the primary site. Test pits were excavated at ten foot intervals in the immediate vicinity
o f the limestone foundation, and opened up to 20 feet beyond the main structure. STPs
were numbered according to the transect number - test pit number (STP 1-1). Negative
STPs bounded the site N-S at 120 feet; negative boundaries E-W were at 150 feet.
Parallel transects ran N-S. The datum point for the site was laid in at STP 4-1, around the
southwest comer of the foundation. The grid lines ran out from this point according to
magnetic north, and ran at 0°/180° N-S and 90°/270° E-W.
Test Unit 1 was placed to straddle the line of foundation stones (Plate 7). It was
laid out as a 3'x3' square, with the southwest comer at 14' from the datum point at STP 41. The northwest comer was at 17' from the same point. The northeast and southeast
comers were triangulated and staked. Root disturbance was heavy and pronounced,
making shovel skimming difficult. The roots were not large, but numerous.
Limestone rocks were encountered beginning at 0.24' below datum(BD) taken
from the southwest comer, and ending around 0.65' BD. The rocks did not form a
straight line nor regular pattern as anticipated. Because the rocks were scattered
throughout the unit, no excavation took place below the level of the rocks. It was decided
not to remove the rocks until larger scale stripping and excavating could occur. This way,
the rocks would still be in proper context. It was disappointing not to encounter a clear
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Plate 7 Test Unit 1, looking north.

Plate 8 Close view of rocks, Test Unit 1, looking south.
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line of foundation, as this would have allowed for excavation below the stones, and
information on building techniques. No builders’ trench was encountered.
Soil was removed from above and around the rocks, enough to expose the stones
(Plate 8). The soil was screened through a 1/4" screen and revealed several nails, glass,
and ceramic sherds. Bone was also encountered at three places within the stone level.
These were also left in situ (Figure 8)
Gravel, in the form of small rocks and shale fragments increased as excavation
proceeded. It was particularly noticeable in between the rocks. Final elevations for level
1 were taken at the level of the exposed rocks. SW= 0.26' BD, NW= 0.55', NE= 0.66',
SE=0.36', C=0.6\
It is quite possible that the house was made entirely o f limestone rocks and
subsequently removed at a later date, c. 1830. However, the difficulty of this situation
makes it a less plausible explanation. Due to the scattered and irregular nature of the
rocks, a timber framed house on limestone foundation stones is another explanation. If
the foundation were intact or the house were made of timber frames, then one would
expect a straighter line of stones. Log cabins are also implicated in this description, as
uneven weight distribution in the logs would result in scattered stones (Homing, personal
communication). Subsequent environmental damage to the stones by weather or animals
is also a consideration for some scatter of the stones.
A probe was dug into the northeast comer of the test unit to expose the underlying
soil. This comer was the least disturbed by stones. The soil appears to be consistent with
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Figure 8 Plan View, TU 1, Base of Level l(Top of Rocks) Vance Site, Phase II
the soil profile gleaned from the STPs around the site - more yellowish soil with a
pronounced concentration of shale.
The stones were photographed and mapped in situ. A water filtering cloth was laid
on top o f the stones before backfilling to allow easier access to the unit in the future.
Additional investigations will be necessary to gather sufficient information for
nomination to the NRHP, although the site’s stratigraphic integrity and association with
historical processes is critical to NRHP eligibility.
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LAB METHODS

Artifacts from each STP were placed in a separate plastic bag and labeled with
provenience information. In the lab, the bags were washed and reused. The artifacts were
cleaned according to the nature of the artifact. Since the soil is prone to erosion and
drought, excessive moisture within the artifacts was not a major concern. Standard lab
procedures were followed and no additional conservation was attempted. Metal was drybrushed to removed the loose dirt. Shell, bone, and brick were washed and allowed to air
dry for a long period to ensure that all moisture was removed. Glass and ceramic were
washed, with special consideration for overglazed items. Ceramic artifacts were
compared to the collections at Colonial Williamsburg to allow for a more definite date
range. Due to the small size of the ceramic and glass artifacts (most measured less than
one inch), specific patterns on the refined earthenware were not able to be identified.
Attempts at proper storage in dry conditions will be made once the artifacts are
returned to JMU. It is my hope that they will not remain for long in the JMU basement,
but rather be used in exhibits at local Valley museums and as teaching aids for elementary
education programs.
The artifacts from the Phase II investigations at the James Vance and Stephen
Hotsinpeller sites were used in the archaeological evaluation o f life in the early Valley.
Both sites were similar in preservation and integrity; and both settlers immigrated in the
early years of the Opequon settlement. Yet there are differences between the sites and
families that can be uncovered archaeologically, in order to add a different dimension to
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the historical record and statistical information
The total number of artifacts recovered from the Vance site was 279, a quarter of
what was recovered from the Hotsinpeller site (n=l 126). Although the artifact yield from
the Vance site is not as suitable for comparison as I would have liked, it must be stated
that this is just a preliminary investigation and that with further work at both sites, more
confident conclusions will be reached.
One caveat must be stated before proceeding. As stated previously, I only had half
of the Hotsinpeller Phase II artifacts with which to work. Although I was able to find the
missing information from the original field notes, the details of artifact description were
not present. Thus, from the paperwork, one does not know if a nail is cut or wrought, or if
the refined earthenware is pearlware or whiteware. I have incorporated both sets of
Hotsinpeller artifacts into this analysis. For general statistics and percentages, I used the
entire number of artifacts, 1126. In the sections of more detailed artifact analysis and
descriptions, I have relied only on the set of artifacts available for my personal analysis
and inventory, which numbered 598. This brought the number closer to the total for the
Vance site. Both sets o f Hotsinpeller artifacts resulted in similar numbers and percentages
of artifacts, off by only a few percentages.
Even with the discrepancy in total artifact yield, both sites produced comparable
statistics in terms of percentage o f artifact types. For both sites, the great majority of
goods were household or architectural. The Vance assemblage yielded 60% of its
total(n=167) from household items (ceramic and glass) and 33% (n=92) from
architectural items (brick, mortar, nails, window glass). The Hotsinpeller site yielded the

68

same majority results, but with smaller percentages, as one would expect from a higher
sample. Household items totaled 40% (n=447) and architectural, 35% (n=397). Foodrelated goods included shell, bone, and teeth. At the Vance site, this numbered 14, 5% of
279; The Hotsinpeller site had 10% (n=109) of the artifacts classified as faunal remains or
food-related items. Personal items (pipe stems), clothing-related items (buttons and eye
hooks), and hardware all figured to be less than 1% o f the total number at both sites.
Prehistoric flakes were also recovered at both sites, 10% at Hotsinpeller (n=103), and less
than 1% (n=l) at the Vance site. Although the possibility exists for native occupation at
both sites, it is believed that the artifacts represent only scattered, isolated finds on the
Vance property, and not cultural sites.
The information from the archaeological record, analyzed together with the
historical documents, allows for a more complete picture of immigrant life in the
Shenandoah Valley. The archives provide the wills, deeds, and probate inventories for
the families of Stephen Hotsinpeller and James Vance. Both were tradesmen, one a
blacksmith, the other a weaver, who were among the original settlers to the Opequon
community. Both families endured the loss o f family members - Stephen, his daughters;
Elizabeth, her husband. The differences are marked in the historical record. One family is
German and probably Lutheran. The other is Scotch-Irish and among the founding
members of the Presbyterian church at Opequon.
Just as the historical documents allow for discussion of similarities and
differences among a varied community, so, too, does the archaeological record bring forth
surprising similarities and expected differences between these two families. Appendix A
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lists the types of artifacts by category recovered at each site. Appendix B shows
percentages and counts of artifacts. Yet one must move beyond the statistics to uncover
the full potential of information from the archaeological investigations. A degree of
caution must be exercised, especially since the small size o f the artifacts does not permit a
solid date, only a date range. We cannot confidently state to whom the artifacts belonged,
or for how long they were used. It is possible that many objects from the early settlement
continued to be used into later periods.

Architectural Building traditions of the early immigrants to the Valley contain the
most recorded and recognizable differences. Opequon was unique and yet similar to other
immigrant settlements. The artifacts recovered from both sites add to our knowledge of
construction and architectural detail. This is especially valuable for two sites with no
extant structures.
Mortar was recovered in great quantities at the Hotsinpeller site. The house was
apparently built in a similar manner to other German immigrant housing in the Valley. As
at Massanutten, where German families occupied hall-kitchen houses, the house was built
with a vaulted stone cellar, which was typical of German structures, according to
Kercheval and Chappell. Further investigations can lead to information on floor plan and
use of space. This will give us a better idea of whether or not the Hotsinpeller house was
similar to early hall-kitchen houses and constructed of coursed limestone rubble.
Archaeology also supports the historic record at the Vance site. Scotch-Irish
immigrants traditionally built rectangular houses, and the limestone remnants indicate a
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20'x22' structure. Houses were built either in log or stone as “rectangular, lobby entry,
central-hearth houses,” reflecting the dominant English building traditions in Plantation
period Ulster (Homing 2002:133). Both constructions are possible for the Vance house;
the remaining stones indicate at least a limestone foundation. There is no evidence for
pillar supports and timber framing. There are two pieces of mortar-like lithic material
(Plate 9) that could hold a key to constmction. The lack of mortar is explained by the fact
that some of the Scotch-Irish houses at Opequon were dry-fitted and did not rely on
mortar. This was a constmction technique used in some Ulster houses during the 18th- and
19th- centuries. Thatched or slate roofs would have been common in Ulster, yet the
roofing in Scotch-Irish houses at Opequon is subject to future archaeological and
architectural research.
One would expect massive rubble if the Vance stone house had fallen to ruins in
place. As this is not the case, it is likely that the house was log with a stone foundation.
Yet an historical reference negates this identification. A description of Carysbrook stated
that it is on “land patented to James and David Vance, brothers...The stone dwelling is
150 yards east of the spring” (Gilkeson). There is a spring house located near the main
house at Carysbrook, and approximately 150 yards east, down the hill toward Opequon
Creek, is the limestone foundation of the Vance house. The Vance house was identified
as stone, yet this could be an expression for a house using stone in any portion of its
construction. The stones could have been removed for another use by the Vance family or
later robbed out.
Nails also distinguish the two assemblages. However, this is most likely due to the
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Plate 9 Mortar samples: left two from
Hotsinpeller Phase II; right two articulate,
from Vance site.

Plate 10 Hotsinpeller axe head, used as a
wedge after primary usage,

Plate 11 Unidentified hardware from
Hotsinpeller site, possibly a comer
brace.

Plate 12 Unidentified hardware from
Vance site, possibly a bracket,
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trades of the two men rather than constituting an ethnic marker. Stephen Hotsinpeller was
a blacksmith; thus it would make more sense that he forged his own nails, rather than pay
for something he himself could produce. The majority of the nails found at the Vance site
were not roughly fashioned wrought nails. The number o f cut nails found could indicate
later alterations or additions onto the house without a stone foundation.

Hardware Unidentified metal was recovered at both sites, although it was more
common at the Hotsinpeller site. As a blacksmith, there would have been greater
quantities o f metal on the site, as well as more hand-wrought pieces. A hand-forged axe
head was recovered from the Phase I survey (Plate 10); Phase II fieldwork recovered
another large unidentified object (Plate 11). The only piece of hardware at the Vance site
was unidentified, possibly a bracket (Plate 12). Although it also appears to have been
hand-forged, it does not hold many clues to its usage.

Food-related Both households shared the same kinds of food remains: shell, bone,
teeth, all indicators of diet and foodways. In-depth analysis of these ecofacts was not
possible during this initial stage of research due to lack of time and available resources.
However, an area of future study could focus on the diet of the two households based on
their food remains. At this level, it appears that both households were able to participate
in a regional economy (procurement of oysters and shellfish), while also privately
producing food (historical records indicate both households had quantities of livestock).
Differences are sure to be evident when the bones are analyzed for type and species.
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Plate 13 Two kaolin pipe stems from Hotsinpeller site;
green-glazed reed stem pipe from Vance site.

Plate 14 Reed stem pipe, possibly the work of Moravian
potter Gottfried Aust; recovered from the Vance site.
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Personal Items in this category include smoking implements found at both sites.
The marked difference in the nature of the pipes between both assemblages can be
for possible indicators of ethnicity or tradition. The Hotsinpeller site yielded two pieces
o f kaolin pipe stem (Plate 13). These were very typical o f the colonial period and were
readily available at market. Most people including fashionable women smoked in those
times. That the Hotsinpellers had remains o f pipe stems probably indicate that smoking
was part of their customs and that they had the means to participate in the tobacco
economy of Virginia, even at their location on the frontier. They were part of the demand
for tobacco and the consumer revolution that was developing on the frontier, pushing the
boundaries of the Opequon community.
The Vance assemblage produced another kind of pipe (Platel4). It is a variety of
reed stem pipe, made of local clay and with a green-colored lead glaze, to which the
damage appears to be pre-depositional. It has vertical fluting on the bowl and incised
lines on the stem. Two manufacturers, at Pamplin, VA and Bethabara, NC produced
similar pipes. The Pamplin factory began production in the early 19th-century and
continued into the 1920s. The other factory was established in the 1750s, at the Moravian
settlement of Bethabara, NC. However, the Pamplin factory left their pipes unglazed or
used salt glaze. The Bethabara production used applied lead glazed on their pieces.
The pipe was identified by clay tobacco pipe expert Paul Jung as likely to be one
of the works of Gottfried Aust, a Moravian potter who first established a kiln at
Bethabara in 1755 (Sudbury 1979:177). Aust continued at Bethabara until 1771, when he
moved to another Moravian settlement at Salem, NC, working there until his death in
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I nglazed Anthropomorphic Rococo

Unglazed Anthropomorphic Fluted
(With Ear)

Unglazed Smooth

Green-glazed Fluted

Unglazed Anthropomorphic
F leu r-d e-lis on Stem

Brown-glazed Smooth

The G o t t f r i e d Aus t Kiin W a i t e r Dump
1755 to 1771 Context
<B4 a 851)

U nglued Anthropomorphic Fluted
(No Ear)

Brown-glazed Anthropomorphic Fluted

The C h r i s t - K r o u i e Kiin W a i t e r Dump
1786 to 1802 Context
( B45 )

Scale:

Plate 15 Examples o f pipes from Gottfried Aust [Sudbury
1979].

1789 (Sudbury 1979:179). The identification is primarily due to the green lead glaze and
overall style of the pipe (Plate 15). However, this pipe is also unique in its form. The
recessed lines on the stem do not match the raised fluting on the bowl. Nearly all pipes
had raised lines on both the bowl and stem, if there were no anthropomorphic bowl
design.
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The differences between the two kinds of pipes not only indicate varying
preferences for pipes, and a participation in the tobacco economy o f Virginia, but also
speak of the goods available for purchase at a regional scale. Of particular interest is
market interest overtaking ethnic preferences, indicated by the presence o f a Moravian
pipe at a Scotch-Irish site. Again, another avenue of future study could research the types
o f pipes found at different ethnic sites at Opequon and association with trade networks.

Clothing Analysis of this type of artifact found at both sites is hampered by the
missing Hotsinpeller artifacts. Two buttons and one eye for a hook-and-eye closure were
found at the Hotsinpeller site. One button was found at the Vance site (Plate 16). Finding
hooks instead of buttons can be considered a manifestation of more conservative ways of
life. Some religions affiliated with Germans were often more traditional and conservative
than the Anglican religion. Their religious convictions would also be evident in other
areas o f their life, including their style of clothing. In the 18th-century and continuing even
into present times with religious sects like the Amish, buttons were considered
ostentatious. Other means of securing clothing would be with fasteners like the hook and
eye.
However, assemblages at Opequon tell us more about tradition and creolization
than revealing a definite ethnic marker. Consideration also had to be made for fasteners
used on different articles of clothing, such as a man’s jacket versus a woman’s bodice.
Over time, fashion, style, and national trends would have greatly replaced tradition in the
preference, ease, and availability of buttons over hook closures. The button from the
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*
Plate 16 Hook closure and coin button
from Hotsinpeller; four hole metal button
from Vance site.

Plate 17 Coarse earthenware samples:
left five from Hotsinpeller; right three
from Vance, including Jackfield,
Nottingham, and line decorated.

Plate 18 Refined earthenware samples: left
four from Hotsinpeller, including over-fired
pearl ware; Vance assemblage included
pearlware and whiteware.
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initial survey was large, metal, and unadorned. It is known as a coin button, which was
common in the 18th-century. It was available in different metals and generally smaller
sizes, but the one recovered is 7/8" in diameter and appears to be brass, or at least a
copper alloy, possibly with a silver wash.
The button found at the Vance site is brass, four hole. The back mark reads
“HOLMES & FLOYD ° EXTRA” Extra refers to the button being gilded although the
present condition shows dull copper alloy. Additional information is elusive at this point,
although manufacturing trends suggest a 19th-century date.

Household The majority of artifacts found on both sites fell under this category.
One would expect the majority of the ceramic pieces to be locally produced red
earthenware. Coarse earthenware was inexpensive, utilitarian, and found a good niche on
a frontier farmstead. However, the slight majority indicated more pieces of refined
earthenware. Again, given the tiny size of all the ceramic artifacts, it is not possible to
place a definite number on the amount of goods the families had. For example, although
the available Hotsinpeller assemblage produced 210 pieces of refined earthenware and
182 pieces of coarse earthenware, this does not mean definitely that the family had more
refined earthenware than coarse. It simply could be that more refined pieces were
recovered or shattered smaller. Until more focused analysis with larger artifacts can
occur, it is best not to rely heavily on the statistical information. Rather, focus should be
paid to the types of earthenware and glass represented.
The coarse earthenware from both sites was nearly identical in nature. The clay
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body was a red-orange. A few examples of differential firing are present. Many pieces
still retained the original lead glaze. Colors o f the glaze ranged from a dark black, brown
to tan, and reddish (Plate 17). Some sherds had no glaze present. Other pieces showed
examples o f vessels that were glazed on both the inside and outside. This indicates a
more intricate vessel, as it is only necessary to glaze the interior of a coarse earthenware
piece. One piece of lead glazed coarse earthenware also showed the possibility o f
decoration, with a lightly discernible line of black glaze in addition to the red glaze of the
body. Another unique example is one sherd o f Nottingham ware from the Vance site.
Earthenware was listed on the inventories of the both the Hotsinpellers and Vances.
Several types o f refined earthenware were represented in the assemblages. At the
Vance site, approximately a dozen different designs or patterns of pearl ware and
whiteware could be discerned (Plate 18). Pearlware was the most common and included
several varieties of polychrome, hand-painted and even-scalloped shell edge. There were
several sherds of pearlware that had been over-fired. It could have been available cheaper
than better quality pieces. The sherds do not appear to have been burnt after manufacture.
Light-colored cream ware was also found at the Vance site. The color of the glaze
manufactured became lighter over time, trying to approximate the white of Chinese
porcelain. Creamware of this type dates from the 1770s to the 1820s. One unique piece of
refined earthenware recovered was a piece of Jackfield ware, manufactured 1740-1780
and distinguished by the dense gray clay body and thick shiny black glaze. Many of the
refined earthenware pieces found at the Vance site represented the time period where the
use o f pearlware was ending and whiteware was beginning, around the turn of the 19th-
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century. Pieces from this period are hard to differentiate, especially with the small sherds
in both assemblages.
Refined earthenware recovered from the Hotsinpeller site was similar. There
were fewer varieties, but types included creamware, polychrome pearlware, and
whiteware. This assemblage also had two pieces of stoneware, which was not found at the
Vance site during the Phase II, although one piece was recovered during the initial survey.
Porcelain was found at both sites (Plate 19). The Vance assemblage had examples
of English soft-paste and hard-paste. The sherds from the Hotsinpeller site were all
English hard paste. Chinese porcelain was more common than English porcelain in
colonial America. Yet at Opequon, colonial trends were not always followed, which adds
to its unique character. English soft-paste was manufactured for about a fifty year period
beginning in the 1740s; English hard-paste continues to be made today, from its inception
in 1768.
Glassware used within the household was found in several varieties at both sites.
Green wine bottle type sherds were also recovered. Amber and clear sherds of glass were
found at the Hotsinpeller site. A decorated piece of tableware was recovered at the Vance
site. It is clear glass with an etched leaf design (Plate 20). This represents consumerism at
a regional level, as goods of this quality would have had to have been shipped from larger
port towns.
Incorporating the information from the archaeological assemblages with the
historical narrative reveals details of everyday life. A story about two families at Opequon
Creek emerges from the artifact assemblages and documentary evidence. Placing this
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Plate 19 Porcelain samples: left two from Hotsinpeller;
right three from Vance, including top one with white on
white glazing.

Plate 20 Glass samples: left five from Hotsinpeller,
including amber, window, and green bottle; etched glass
from Vance.
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information within the context o f the Opequon Creek community allows for comparative
analysis between the Vances and Hotsinpellers.
James Vance’s inventory listed items expected of a newly settled frontier
household. It had a few larger pieces o f furniture mentioned, such as tables and bedsteads,
as well as some high-quality drinking glasses.The farm and his weaving trade both seem
well established considering the equipment he possessed. James also had a slave, on
whose help the family must have relied heavily, as James’ eldest son was only 11 when
James died. There are no unusual or elaborate items referenced.
However, in Elizabeth’s inventory, we see little mention o f any tools or
agricultural equipment, although weaving supplies and grains are listed. She appears to
have acquired more tables and a bed. Books are mentioned again and a quantity of old
pewter. The domestic items listed are a departure from the more ordinary items in James’
inventory. She owned a looking glass and peppermill, both o f which must have been
expensive to acquire, a candlestick and grid iron. She was listed as owning a ‘Negro man
and woman;’ the slave woman, Rose, was listed as possessing clothes, bed, and a wheel.
Although Rose was listed as one of Elizabeth’s possessions, a distinction was made that
Rose herself had personal items. Elizabeth willed her “wearing apparel” to her two
daughters, which was listed in her inventory as worth ten pounds, a fifth o f the worth of
the slave man Tom. It is not known if this enslaved man was the same unnamed ‘servant
man’ listed in James’ inventory.
Elizabeth was in a position both financially and socially to procure more refined
goods. She was in a position to buy another slave sometime after her husband’s death.
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Rose was undoubtedly involved closely with the everyday running o f the household and
family, during the years when Elizabeth was a widow with five young children, and land
owner. Elizabeth participated to a greater degree in the local and regional market
economy. This is due to being established on the land for nearly 50 years at the time o f
her death. The farm was most likely run by her grown sons and slaves, which allowed
Elizabeth to maintain a comfortable and fashionable life in a growing community that
was more established than at James’ death. Her choice to buy items like a peppermill and
presumably the pepper reflected a greater opportunity to buy items that most likely were
too expensive to procure in Ireland or in the beginning years at Opequon, as evidenced by
her husband’s inventory.
The ownership of two slaves by James and Elizabeth Vance presents an
opportunity to reflect on their identity. The Vances were Presbyterians, members o f a
church seen as dissenting in Anglican England. Having been persecuted for their religious
beliefs and identity in Europe, James and Elizabeth’s ownership o f slaves is curious.
Perhaps by the time they established their family and trade in the Valley, the Vances saw
themselves as more prominent in the community. As they had the chance to own slaves,
the Vances took the opportunity to display their status.
The artifacts recovered provide detail not recorded in the documents. It is
impossible to assign the artifacts to a particular member o f the Vance family, so all goods
and records will be considered as a household. This is particularly difficult considering
that two slaves lived in the same household. There is no current architectural or
archaeological evidence to suggest separate slave quarters. If the slaves lived in the bam
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or the main house, then their presence should come to light in future excavations. The
most obvious addition to our knowledge o f the Vance’s possessions from the artifact
assemblages is the number and design of the ceramics. No mention was made of refined
earthenware in the inventories. Yet the Vances had the means to procure at least a dozen
types o f creamware, pearlware, and whiteware. Neither the inventory nor the number of
artifacts indicate if there were matching sets or services. However, the inventory gives
archaeologists a clue to the possible function o f some of the coarse earthenware sherds James’ inventory mentions earthen dishes as butter and jam pots.
Further investigation provides details on other aspects o f their daily lives. The
two tracts of land which James bought produced meat and grains for the family. James
and Elizabeth both owned livestock and tack. Undoubtedly, faunal analysis will show the
recovered bones to be cow and pig. The sheep provided the wool James worked into yam.
Horses were used for transportation, as no wagon is listed, and were used to plow the
land, on which barley, oats, wheat, and rye grew, in addition to flax and hemp for
weaving. In addition, evidence of shellfish consumption is found in the archaeological
record.
Clothing is mentioned in both inventories, and Elizabeth’s ‘wearing apparel’
valued more than £10. Buttons recovered from the site give more detail, perhaps part of
James’ ‘jacket with trimmings.’ We also know from the archaeological record that they
bought into the tobacco market, using a regionally produced pipe.
The Vances were among the founding members o f Opequon Presbyterian Church.
Although James and Elizabeth are not recorded in the church documents, many members
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o f the Vance family are buried in a family plot, near their Glass kin. Their five children
married into the Gilkeson, Colville, and Wilson families, all o f whom were among the
early settlers to Opequon.
The Vances established a farm and household on two tracts o f land on the
Opequon. They organized themselves around roadways, trails, and possibly even stone
fences. We label them today as Scotch-Irish and Presbyterian. Yet their identity also
included membership in a larger kin group - a network o f support in times o f death and
trouble, in a community carving out a place from the frontier, and participants in a
growing economy which expanded beyond local trading to include consumer choices at
the national level.
Similar statements can be said o f the Hotsinpeller family. They were also a large
family settling in the early years at Opequon. Synthesizing the archaeological and
historical record allows us to tell another story about another family at Opequon.
The inventory o f Stephen Hotsinpeller was taken in 1776 upon his death. It
recorded many miscellaneous agricultural, smithing, and weaving equipment. Stephen
owned no slaves, but had two sons to help in raising grains and livestock. Horses were
also used in transportation with a wagon, and to plow the fields. More tools are listed in
his inventory than the Vances’, both for blacksmithing and farming, including axes, hoes,
maddox, anvil, spade, and ‘Dutch scythe.’ This is interesting, because the appraiser
recognized a tool not o f Anglo origins; thus it is very possible that this was a tool brought
from Germany or hand-fashioned after traditional models. Stephen also engaged in other
activities, for he had both a linen and wool wheel, but since no sheep were inventoried, he
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either was not producing wool at his death, or procured it from others. A still is also
listed, as are quantities o f liquor for sale or trade.
The Hotsinpeller house was a large stone structure with a vaulted cellar. The
furnishings listed in the appraisement suggest a well-furnished house with tables, chests,
bedsteads, five armchairs, and a walnut cupboard.
There is also a more numerous inventory o f domestic goods than those mentioned
in the Vances’ inventories. Utensils such as tongs, skimmers, and a funnel are mentioned,
as well as cooking pots, a skillet, a water can, and a copper kettle. Specific mention is
made to a ‘stone quart’; there was also recorded glass bottles, earthen pots, butter pots,
and a chum. There is a candlestick listed as well as a candle mold, so they were
producing their own candles as a cottage industry. Other notable household items include
a pewter chamber pot, an old sword, and a large Bible.
Clothing and textiles such as quilts, sheets, and towels are listed. Stephen owned
coats and jackets, a ‘cotton cap’ and hat, as well as breeches and trousers. This gives us a
glimpse into more traditional way of dressing. Although men’s fashion o f the time
dictated breeches, waistcoats, and jackets, the trousers and jackets listed perhaps were
indicators o f work clothes or old-fashioned German clothing. The coin button recovered
from the initial survey possibly decorated the jacket or larger item o f clothing, while the
small hook closure could have secured women’s clothing. There is no inventory of
Barbara’s household for comparison.
In Stephen’s inventory, we not only see what the Hotsinpellers raised, but also
some information on their diet. Listed are cows and pigs, rye, wheat, oats, buckwheat,
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flax and hemp; the finished products listed are flour, bacon, and dry beef. Like the
Vances, bones recovered from the Hotsinpeller site will be cow and pig; there was also
evidence o f shellfish. At his death, there was also 18 acres o f wheat and rye planted.
One line in Stephen’s inventory referenced “one bed and furniture old woman’s.”
It is not likely that this was a reference to Barbara, so it is possible that perhaps his
mother-in-law lived with the family. It is not recorded that Stephen arrived with other
members of his family, and since he married into a family already established at another
German settlement, it is possible that this woman is a family member. No member o f the
Hotsinpeller family owned slaves, so it was not a slave woman. The only family members
listed in his will were his wife, children, and grandchildren.
Through Stephen’s inventory and the archaeological evidence, one can give
dimension and character to the story, beyond what is recorded in the archives. The
Hotsinpellers farmed and raised livestock on one tract o f land on the Opequon. They
lived in a large stone structure that was furnished with beds, tables and chairs, and a
walnut cupboard. In the forty years or so from the time of their arrival to Stephen’s death,
they had acquired much agricultural and farm equipment, but also consumer goods that
made their frontier living more comfortable and fashionable. In addition to the stoneware
and coarse earthenware recorded in the inventory and found in the ground, there were
pieces o f refined earthenware and porcelain recovered. They had the means to procure
these items and buy into the tobacco economy. Through Stephen’s inventory and records
of his debts, we know that he traded throughout the community and pursued other
activities besides his trade as a blacksmith that would have brought disposable income
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into his household. He was active in the community in other ways; he left £10 to the
Lutheran and Calvinist churches in the area. It is not known if he was a member o f both
churches, or if his association with these churches was in other ways. We see both
tradition and integration reflected in the story o f the Hotsinpeller family.
The artifacts recovered from the Vance and Hotsinpeller sites yielded a number o f
different types of ceramic, but the small size o f the sherds made identification difficult.
Analysis using a date range is usually not terribly helpful. Archaeologists always hope for
a coin, maker’s mark, or something that will provide a solid date. Yet in analyzing the
archaeological materials, a date range provided an important component in understanding
frontier culture at Opequon.
The earliest settlers to Opequon arrived in 1732. The earliest manufacturing year
of the earliest refined earthenware pieces in both assemblages is 1762, when creamware
was first introduced in England. Yet the creamware in the assemblages is light-colored,
which indicates a later manufacturing date, after 1770. The Vance assemblage did
produce two pieces of ceramic that can possibly date prior to 1762. Nottingham
stoneware was produced from 1700-1810; Jackfield earthenware was manufactured 17401780.
If one were analyzing an assemblage from this date range, 1730-1760, in another
area o f colonial America, one would expect to find tin-glazed earthenware, or Delft.
There were no pieces in either assemblage. The absence of this type o f ceramic and the
presence o f refined earthenware produced later tell a few things about the nature of
consumerism and the rate o f creolization at Opequon.
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Most likely, the immigrant families were not able to participate in the market
economy in Europe by purchasing higher end commercial goods. The settlers did not
have fashionable consumer good when they arrived, and from the assemblages, we see
that it was not until roughly a generation later that these items entered the archaeological
record. The delay in buying high end consumer goods at Opequon Creek reflected the
values and activities o f the settlers in this early period of the community. The priorities
were to establish their space, build houses and churches, and set up their trades. They
were building a new settlement and establishing relationships within the community. It
was only later, once roads were established and access to imported goods improved, that
the community members could buy the refined goods. This was also the time when the
second generation was leaving to begin a family o f their own; they would need goods of
their own. In studying the early frontier life at Opequon, one can see the simultaneous
growth o f economy and culture.

CHAPTER IV
CONCLUSIONS

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE STUDY

This project has just scratched the surface o f potential archaeological research at
the Vance site and the rest of the Opequon community. The first concern should be
accumulating more information to submit the Vance site for NRHP eligibility. This is
important considering its vulnerable location near 1-81 and new ownership under local
developers. Exposing the foundation in order to better understand construction techniques
and architectural traditions is one o f the main priorities for future investigations at the
Vance site. Once the immediate area is cleared, finding low areas and features that
indicate outbuildings and other structures will be easier. Additional subsurface testing
will be necessary to fill in the grid, and to aid in the location o f the trash dump, privy, and
other expected 18th-century features.
Another area to explore in future investigations is the possibility o f a family
cemetery plot. While there is no historical information to support this claim, it cannot be
entirely ruled out. There is a Vance family plot at Opequon Presbyterian Church, but the
graves o f James and Elizabeth are not among them. The church was in existence almost
20 years by the time o f James’ death, so he could have been buried there, as could
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Elizabeth. It is possible that the couple is buried in the graveyard, and the headstones
removed and lost, as many o f the older headstones were. The standing headstones are all
marked, yet church records were not kept for the first 100 years. However, it is always a
possibility, especially in rural Virginia, that a family plot was started on the property at
James’ death and continued when Elizabeth died in 1782.
Other areas o f future study would fill in the gaps of this investigation. One is the
area of foodways and diet. Analyzing the faunal remains found at the early sites would
tell us much about what the settlers ate, how they procured it, and if there were any
differences based on ethnicity or income. The Hotsinpellers and Vances had different
ethnic cuisines, yet it is possible that they adapted different traditions in similar ways at
Opequon. Additional research will consider in what ways the immigrants retained
traditional foodways.
A fourth area o f focus is the nature of slave relationships on the frontier. In both
James’ and Elizabeth’s inventories, slaves are mentioned. The 1787 property tax
assessment listed two members of the Vance family as owning slaves. In 1800, James
David Vance gave freedom to an enslaved woman named Cloe (Frederick County Deed
Book 26:300). No Hotsinpellers have any record o f servant or slave ownership. German
Valley historian Schuricht stated that German farmers in the Valley “very rarely owned
slaves” (Schuricht 1977: 97). This is an important area o f study that is part of the larger
area of social relations within the community. This also tells us much about ethnic and
religious traditions.
A fifth consideration, and one that is much larger in scope than the other
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recommendations, is the need for comparison to regional and international processes.
Better understanding o f the nature of migration could be gained by finding comparable
sites in southeastern Pennsylvania and Delaware. Settlers into the Valley through
Harper’s Ferry began their journey from these points, and there may be important
similarities and differences at immigrant settlements in those areas at a slightly earlier
time. After investigating the previous step to migration into the Valley, I believe it is
important to pursue the migration process one step further by investigating sites in
southern and western Germany and the Ulster region of Northern Ireland for information
on the life ways of the people there. Information could then be compared to both the initial
settlement around Philadelphia, and then the second wave of migration into the Valley.
This way, information on tradition and the rituals of old world people could be compared
to that o f the immigrants, to see how the new world affected their traditions'and customs.
It would be a valuable cross-cultural analysis, and one that is appropriate to current
research trends.
Accompanying any avenue o f further research is the need to raise awareness of the
history and archaeology of the Valley. Educational programs for the public and school
children should be implemented, in conjunction with the local museums and universities.
Future work at the Vance site would be aided by field school students.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

The conclusions reached in this report only partially prove the original thesis
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statement, showing that some aspects o f daily life are difficult to decipher and analyze
through the archaeological record. Religion, ethnicity, and identity are both fluid and
reflexive, and it is difficult to separate one area without discussing the impact on it from
the others. Unquestionably, these three things - religion, ethnicity, and identity motivated facets o f daily life for the settlers. Yet the Opequon community, as a multi
ethnic settlement establishing both economy and culture, provides a good context in
which to investigate these areas archaeologically and historically.
Religion, ethnicity, and identity can be discerned through modem archaeological
theory and method. Contextual archaeology as a theoretical framework allows for a more
personal story about the settlers at Opequon. This theoretical lens is appropriate for
evaluating personal aspects o f life, as it is a more cognitive approach, focusing on the
meaning embedded within the artifacts. The emphasis is on establishing context in which
to investigate these private questions.
Proper context was important to this investigation. Contextual archaeology avoids
generalizations and strives to develop specific information. The broad context or project
area for this report is the Opequon Creek community, first settled in the 1730s by mostly
German and Scotch-Irish immigrants; there were also English, Welsh, Swiss, and
Africans who settled in the Valley. Site specific contexts were established through
analysis o f two sites from among the original settlers at Opequon, chosen based on
stratigraphic integrity and comparative potential. Both the Vances and Hotsinpellers
shared qualities: they both immigrated from Europe, traveled in similar conditions, and
settled at the same community. Yet each site has an unique context in which to analyze
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the artifact assemblages and historical documents.
Fieldwork expanded our knowledge o f a colonial immigrant settlement, by
investigating two specific sites within this community. Previous Phase II work was done
at the Stephen Hotsinpeller site, a German settler who was among the first families at
Opequon. Shovel testing was then finished over three days at the historic farmstead o f
Scotch-Irish immigrant James Vance. This produced 28 positive STPs from 42, and one
excavated test unit. A site map detailed the spatial boundaries o f the site, including the
limestone foundation, topography, and landforms.
Original fieldwork was not strictly necessary to begin to answer questions of
religion, ethnicity, and identity within the artifacts and material culture. The previous
archaeological survey and archival research would have provided adequate context. Yet
without the Phase II work at the Vance site, the details of their story would not be as
complete. Modem archaeological methodology added to this investigation through
studying and mapping the landscape and uncovering specific artifacts not mentioned in
the historical documents. Pedestrian survey revealed a second line o f limestone rocks
which may indicate unknown outbuildings or other 18th-century land usage. Fieldwork
also allowed postulations on water sources, connecting roadways, and orientation o f the
main house structure. Subsurface testing revealed specific types o f refined earthenwares
not recorded in the probate inventories; the unmentioned reed stem pipe reflected
consumer preference and participation in regional trade and economy.
The conclusions of this investigation are tenuous, as definite statements cannot be
made. Contextual archaeology falls under a larger category o f archaeological theory
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termed post-processualism, which states that archaeology is not a science and therefore
cannot be ‘proved.’ Proper analysis o f the artifacts and Opequon community requires a
better understanding o f the nature of landscape studies, material culture, and historical
archaeology. Landscape encompasses the built environment, but also the historical and
cultural events which shaped it. Artifacts are the basis o f material culture, but this study
also includes spatial relations, consumerism, and inherent meaning. Historical
archaeology has also grown to incorporate many different disciplines and sources within
the field. Using history, anthropology, geology, and folk studies is critical to the
exploration o f the Opequon community and the larger region of the Shenandoah Valley.
Extending the definition o f material culture and historical archaeology provides a better
framework in which we can better answer the questions o f the past. Developing a proper
context and understanding these definitions helps to answer the initial questions posed in
this paper:
1.

To what degree is religion and ethnicity expressed in the material culture? How

is identity seen in the artifacts? These aspects of life are elusive and difficult at best to
interpret. However, these aspects are more easily viewed through other areas o f daily life
in the community. Religion is best exhibited in wills, cemeteries, and church records.
Through archaeology, history, and architectural studies, we see the importance of
establishing churches and building and maintaining their religious traditions in their new
community. Nearly every historical document analyzed for this report made reference to
some aspect of religion. Stephen Hotsinpeller donated money to two German churches in
his will; a Bible is recorded in his inventory. Both James and Elizabeth Vance make
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reference to burial ‘in a Christian and decent manner.’ And within five years after initial
settlement, both German and Scotch-Irish settlers had organized either religious meetings
or built churches. William Hoge donated land to the Presbyterian parish, whose members
donated the funds to erect a structure by 1736. This is different from the way the Germans
chose to display their religious traditions. They eventually built churches, but in the early
years were attended to by itinerant ministers.
Another aspect of religion is church membership. Although there were strong
religious traditions among the settlers, religion has a different dimension, in that
participation is by choice. Therefore, a German immigrant could attend the Opequon
Presbyterian church. One example o f this is German Jost Hite, who was a member o f the
Presbyterian church and was buried in the churchyard. It is interesting to expound on his
motives. Was it a political move, to associate closer with prominent English-speaking
families? Was it inspired by a change in religious beliefs? Or was it an individual choice?
Perhaps it was all of these reasons and more.
Cemeteries are a valuable resource for studying religion in early settlements, and
provide clues to ethnicity and identity as well. We see that early families established
family plots, to be together in death as in life, and to continue to share identity with the
past and present. Inscriptions reflect heritage, family, and church membership. One
example at Opequon Presbyterian is the Glass family monument, erected in 1845 by their
descendants. It reads “Samuel Glass Mary Glass, Their children John, Eliza, Sarah,
David, Robert, Joseph were all bom in Ireland and came with them. The descendants are
to be found in Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Ohio, and Indiana.” Another example
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shows the importance of identification with the church parish: “Permelia Middleton was a
member o f the Presbyterian Church and she died in full assurance o f a blissful
immortality beyond the grave.”
Religion was an important aspect o f life at Opequon. In a new community o f
strangers, it signified belonging. It offered a network o f support in times o f difficulty in
establishing a new life. Religious membership also offered social relationships that
extended beyond kinship or business associations.
Reflections o f ethnicity can be found in architecture and records o f trading
partners with members o f different ethnic backgrounds. Public records reflect matters of
ethnicity in church practices, marriages, and inheritance patterns through wills,
inventories, and deeds. Although records were sporadically kept for the first hundred
years or so of the settlement, they provide a valuable record o f social relationships. We
know with whom Stephen Hotsinpeller was trading, whom Elizabeth named as her
executors, and how James Vance provided for the schooling of his children.
Ethnicity is also discernible through the organization of space and consumer
choices. Foodways are an important consideration in the study o f ethnicity. Although not
part of this study, analyzing the diet of early settlers allows us to determine what ways of
life were kept in the new world and what had to be adapted to their new environment.
Identity is revealed in the choices made by the household in matters o f domestic
goods, slave ownership, establishing private spaces, and arranging themselves on the
land. Identity is a multi-faceted aspect o f life at Opequon. We can study the maintenance
of old identity and the creation of new within the new community. Through expressions
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o f identity in the archaeological and historical records, we can see different levels of
identity. An individual can choose to have one or all of these identities, or have them
imposed. The identities constructed by one person can be entirely different from those o f
another individual, even if they are part o f similar backgrounds.
Identity as part of an ethnic group is a large component o f the character o f the
Opequon community. We can see how this identity is conveyed through architecture,
clothing, and artifacts. Identity as a kin group includes naming traditions (James and
Elizabeth’s grandchildren were named after them), family cemetery plots, inheriting the
family land, and support in death of a family member. Identity in a religious group can be
seen in how church membership was conveyed (donations o f land and money, gravestone
inscriptions), and in owning Bibles. Identity as a community was something that all
members could share. Trade records show that different ethnic groups traded between
each other; wills named neighbors o f different ethnic backgrounds as executors and
witnesses. Studying consumer behavior plays an important role in understanding how the
household saw themselves and their position in their society. Their corresponding
consumer choices strengthened the local economy, while they also participated in
regional and national markets, reflected in finer ceramic goods.
Studying the identity o f the early settlers is difficult without imposing another
identity on these people. Yet we can go beyond the artifacts and written records to arrive
at the meaning o f what we study. Trying to define identity in the 18th-century allows us to
recognize the human agency involved in the creation o f the landscape, architecture, and
artifact assemblages.
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2. How do expressions of ethnicity and religion differ in public versus private
spaces? There are expressions o f religion and ethnicity in both the cultural and physical
landscapes. Settlers established a farm and developed the land around them in different
manners, stemming from varying ethnic and religious backgrounds. We see German
vaulted cellars and Scotch-Irish stone houses as a visible extension o f their respective
heritages. Yet that is not to say that every member of a certain ethnic background build
houses identical to other members, or were not influenced by differing construction
trends. For example, stone vaulted cellars were associated with families o f German
background, both at Opequon and elsewhere in the Valley. Yet the Hotsinpellers are the
only family at Opequon to have a vaulted cellar in their house, and they were not the only
German family to settle at Opequon.
Close examination of landscape reveals a more private use o f space. Houses faced
away from the road and oriented toward the Creek, establishing a safe domestic space for
raising a family and farm in a new world. How the settlers arranged themselves on their
land, their use o f space, and its usage in the protection of their private sphere is also
important information in the relationship among ethnicity, religion, identity, and
community.
3. How did the isolated nature of the settlement affect community formation and
social relations among the settlers? The development o f both an economy and a
community at Opequon can be analyzed through historical documents and the
archaeological record. We see that after an initial period o f building, roads and churches
were established, permanent houses were erected, and a trade network among and within

100

ethnic groups developed. Archaeology also provides information on consumer choices in
household goods. Both sources document the importance of family and agricultural
success, which was the basis o f the community.
The study o f ethnicity through historical documents and artifacts is significant for
Opequon, as a multi-ethnic community which grew in isolation. This initial period
demanded tolerance and dependence on the other members of the community. Despite
differing backgrounds, they all shared the same desire for success. Opequon stands as a
contrast to single ethnicity communities or settlement in ethnic enclaves. Defining the
differences in religion and ethnicity at Opequon is crucial for understanding how the
community grew. Yet at the same time, we must also focus on the similarities in family,
agriculture, and adaptation to a new environment.
It is nearly impossible to say which aspect of life motivated the buying of
consumer goods, wearing certain clothes, participating in popular trends, and trading
within the community. Yet the questions which I have posed are not outside the realm of
the artifacts and material culture. While no definite conclusions can be reached in
assigning meaning and identity in 18th-century material culture, this cannot prevent
research into a more personal, human story beyond the artifacts and documents. I have
tried to show that it is possible to make connections from today to mostly intangible 18thcentury phenomena. Yet this investigation is only the beginning, limited in its scope and
available resources. This is why it is so important to raise awareness and create interest in
the history and archaeology of the Valley. With that increased awareness comes larger
data sets and expanded contexts, so that the picture of 18lh-century life and material
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culture in the Shenandoah Valley can be made a little clearer.
The Shenandoah Valley not only provides a beautiful setting in which to conduct
these investigations, but also holds nearly unlimited potential for future archaeological
and historical research. The same region which attracted thousands o f immigrants to settle
and live on the land now calls to another group o f people. It is the responsibility o f the
researchers, historians, and archaeologists to work on the land in order to bring alive the
story o f the settlement of the Shenandoah Valley.
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APPENDIX B
ARTIFACT COUNTS AND ASSEMBLAGE PERCENTAGES

Total Number of Artifacts and Percentages of the Vance Assemblage
Group
Architectural

Total
Count

Percentage

92

32.98%

Subclasses (Percentages within Group)
CN (41) 44.57%
18.48%

WG (29) 31.52%

Br(17)

M (2) 2.17% Wire (2) 2.17% Bolt (1)1.09%
Household

167

59.86%

RE* (79)47.31% CE (76) 45.51% BG (7)
4.2%
G1 (2) 1.2% Po (3) 1.8 % WW (15) 8.98%
CW (11) 6.59% PW (53) 31.74%

Domestic

14

5.02%

Bo (9) 64.29%

Personal

1

0.36%

Pipe bowl

Clothing

1

0.36%

Button

Hardware

1

0.36%

Bracket

Charcoal

2

0.72%

Prehistoric

1

0.36%

Flake

Sh (4) 28.57 %

T (1) 7.14%

136

Total Number o f Artifacts and Percentages of the Complete Hotsinpeller Assemblage
Group
Architectural

Total
Count

Percentage

397

35.26%

Subclasses (Percentage within Group)
M (233) 58.69% WG (71) 17.8% N (49)
12.34%
Br (42) 10.58% UN (2) 0.5% Marl (10)
2.52%

Household

447

39.7%

RE* (210) 46.98% CE (182)40.72% Po (3)
.67%
BG (22) 4.92% G1 (28) 6.26% St (2) 0.45%
WW (51)11.41% CW (3) 0.67% PW (35)
7.83%

Domestic

109

9.68%

Bo (77) 70.64% Sh (29) 26.61% T (2)
1.83%
Pin (1) 0.92%

Personal

3

0.27%

Pipe stems

Clothing

2

0.18%

Button, eye hook

Hardware

3

0.27%

Unidentified
Metal

15

1.33%

Unidentified
Lithic

45

4.0%

Wood

2

0.18%

Prehistoric

103

9.15%

Flakes
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Total Number of Artifacts and Percentages from the Available Hotsinpeller Assemblage
Group
Architectural

Total
Count

Percentage

204

34.11%

Subclasses (Percentage within Group)
M (142) 69.61% WG (24) 11.77% Br
(14)6.86%
N* (24) 11.76% WN (13) 6.37% CN
(11)5.39%

Household

221

36.96%

CE (101) 45.7% RE (8 8 ) 39.82% CW
(3)1.36%
WW (50) 22.62% PW(35)15.84% Po (2)
0.91%
Gl(27) 12.22% BG (2)0.91% St (1) 0.45%

Domestic

55

9.2%

Bo (38) 69% Sh (16) 29.1% Pin (1) 1.82%

Personal

2

0.33%

pipe stems

Clothing

1

0.17%

clothing eye hook

Hardware

3

0.5%

Unidentified
Metal

13

2.17%

Unidentified
Lithic

45

7.53%

Wood

1

0.17%

Prehistoric

53

8 .8 6 %

flakes
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Total Number o f Artifacts and Percentages from the Missing Hotsinpeller Assemblage
Group
Architectural

Total
Count

Percentage

193

36.55%

Subclasses (Percentage within Group)
M (91) 47.15% WG (47) 24.35% Br(28)
14.51%
N (25)12.95% UN (2) 1.04% Marl (10)
5.18%

Household

226

42.8%

RE (122) 53.48% CE (81) 35.84 BG (20)
8.85%
WW (4) 1.77% Po (1) G1 (1) St (1) 0.44%

Domestic

54

10.23%

Bo (39) 72.22% Sh (13) 24.07 T (2) 3.73%

Personal

1

0.19%

pipe stem

Clothing

1

0.19%

button

Unidentified
Metal

2

0.38%

Wood

1

0.19%

Prehistoric

50

9.47

flakes

WG= Window Glass, CN= Cut Nail, Br= Brick, M=Mortar, WN= Wrought Nail, N= Nail
RE= Refined Earthenware, CE= Coarse Earthenware, BG= Bottle Glass, Gl= Glass, Po=
Porcelain, St= Stoneware, WW= Whiteware, CW= Cream ware, PW= Pearlware
Bo= Bone, Sh= Shell, T= Tooth
UN= Unidentified
* Where percentage of refined earthenware and nails is given, this percentage is further
broken down into the different types within these classes.
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